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Current Topics. 

Solicitors in Robes 
WHEN A 
court judge he is bound by professional etiquette to appear 
in The practice fallen 


olicitor appears as an advocate before a county 


into desuetude in some 
| we believe, with the result that solicitors 
inacquainted with the strict rigour of the rule occasionally turn 
up at London courts without their ‘ 
of the othe 
ee that the proper official draw 

to the « 


robes has 


irts of the country, 


robes. Some judges take 


no notice omission ; say nothing publicly, but 


the attention of the advocate 


to nis 


breach of courtesy still others refuse to see 
The last 
ha heen 


ol 


yurt 
him, 
if he 


stringency 


course is humiliating to a solicitor, especially 
under a hona fide misapprehension as to the 
practice in the he But no 
would secure improvement. It is certainly 
that the custom of wearing robes should be main- 


the court visits. 


milder measure 
desirable 
tained everywhere unless and until the profession, as a whole, 
through its body, the Law Society’s Council, 
decides to ask the judges for some alteration of it In our 
view the wearing of robes is a distinct advantage to the pro 

is a uniform, and like other uniforms, it commands 
statu Another bad practice which 
now reprehend is the practice which some Counsel 


governing 


ind conte! 


me judge 
adopt of answering questions by the judge or taking objection 
their There is here a lack 
defended 


without rising from seats of 


courtesy which cannot be 
Counsel in Industrial Courts 
WE REGRET very much, not merely on professional grounds, 
the refusal of Sir Ronert Horve to let the parties to indus- 
trial disputes instruct solicitors and barristers to appear on 
their behalf We believe a compromise was suggested, and 
the Industrial Bill later 


which any party may ask permission on special 


may be embodied in Courts at a 
hy 
to be represented by a professional advocate, and may 
al permission from the That is better 

But it is, in our view, an elementary matter 
istice that the plain layman, unskilled in stating his own 
ould be entitled to employ the best professional assist 


find It is. we believe, a mistake to think that 


stage, 
Court 
he 


ance can 











cases On the contrary, we 


5 


lawyer engthen out unduly 
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out the injunction, and the settlers kept their illegal claims, 


believe, their presence leads to the suppression of irrelevant de ; eee . é peay 
evidence, the narrowing down of issues to clear points of | It is interesting to see a new spirit in things American. to 20 
difference and the compromise of hotly contested claims. Some- | _ es. direct 
times lawyers are found who waste time on useless technicali- | CO™Pet'ng Jurisdictions. —. 
ties which are little better than quibbles; but the best prac- A CURIOUS point, arising out of the tendency to overlap dismi 
titioners are never guilty of such folly, and the advocate who which marks our plecemea | legislation, came before the Divi- their 
is guilty of it seldom has a long lived practice. To refuse sional Court in Dodd Vv. Dodd (Times, l7th October). We This 
any litigant the right to an advocate is, in our view, a distinct need hardly say that section 11 of the Summary Jurisdiction restra 
breach of the principle of ‘‘ natural justice and equity ’’ so (Married Women) Act, 1895, provides inter alia for an appeal injum 
deservedly dear to the common law of England. : to the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division of the High direct 
; Court. Owing to the rule of practice in that Division, which in or 
Ait. ond Plnseone. casts upon a husband, whether petitioner or respondent, the wishes 
' burden in normal circumstances of giving security for his wife’s of th 
IN A RECENT case, commented on in the daily press, a} costs this right of appeal is practically debarred to husbands ; compa 
party of soldiers endeavoured unsuccessfully to storm the | fo, the class affected by. magisterial matrimonial proceedings Simon 
police court when their officer was being tried on a charge of | ;. not a wealthy class. “Efforts have therefore been made from was s] 
drunkenness at a restaurant. The learned magistrate com- | time to time to get erroneous decisions in law on the part of direct 
mented severely on this attempt to commit the common law justices revised or the High Court through the medium of a as the 
misdemeanour of rescue; but we fancy that to the common | ;,,., stated but in 1897 this procedure was held to be inadmis- marke 
soldier his actions appeared simple loyalty. Personal bonds | .i}j¢ in Manders v. Manders (1897, 1 Q. B. 474). The view cise hi 
are stronger than abstract rules of law with all primitive men, | ya, taken then that, inasmuch a the Legislature had pro- which 
and the soldier is essentially primitive. American lawyers | vided a mode of appeal, it could not have intended that a fiduciz 
have a good story to tell of the great General Grant which | yjya] appeal in the shape of a case stated should be available. case. 
illustrates this tendency of the plain, unvarnished soldier in | Since the date of that decision, however, the position appeared direct 
all ages and all countries. After the Mexican War Grant | to be altered—at least in one class of consistorial cases. For compa 
was stationed at St. Louis; he was adjutant to a command- | gection 30 (3) of the Criminal Justice Administration Act, passes: 


ing officer with a weakness for drink. One day he heard that 
his colonel had been arrested and was in the dock awaiting a 
charge of disorderly conduct; so he hurried to the court like 
a good adjutant and sat down beside his half-conscious com- 
manding officer. Presently he heard a tramp of marching 
feet in the street outside, followed by a loud ‘‘ Halt! Order 

























































1914, provided that any order made by a court of summary 
jurisdiction for the periodical payment of money may be 
‘revoked, revived and varied ’’ by a subsequent order upon 
fresh evidence which satisfies the Court. This was largely a 
new power, only partially conferred on judges before the Act. 
Now in Dodd vy. Dodd (supra) the position was this: A wife 


answel 
indivic 
for the 
to def. 


Publi 


Arms! ’’ and the sound of musket-butts ringing on stone. He | obtained a separation order against her husband, including Ir 1: 
hurried out, and saw the grizzled old serjeant-major at the | the payment of alimony. Two years later the order was re- tebe ¢ 
head of sixty men. ‘‘ What is the matter? '’ asked Grant. | yoked on the husband’s application. Later, again, the wife restrai 
** Oh,”’ said the serjeant-major, ‘‘ we heard, sir, that the | made a renewed application, and the original order was re- Morals 
commanding officer was up on a charge of being drunk, so I | yersed. The husband, however, contended that magistrates a 
called out the platoon on duty for the day and marched them | had no jurisdiction to reverse a cancelled order, and justices ane 
here to swear an alibi.’’ Let us hope that the “ alibi ’’ was agreed tu state a case for the High Court. It came duly before regard 
conclusive the Divisional Court, where the wife took a preliminary objec- the par 
tion to the jurisdiction, based on the rule laid down in Manders establi: 
Injunctions Against Strikers. v. Manders (supra). It certainly seems cifficult to distin- were - 
A GReAT sPEcTACLE which shews the deep law-abiding | guish that case. It is arguable, however, that the general ing sep 
instinct of the American people, despite lynching and racial | statutory power to state a case for the High Court at the princip 
riots, has just occurred in the United States. A great trade | stance of any aggrieved party involves power to state a case that sh 
union had called a strike. The Government replied by put- under section 30 (3) of the Act. If so, the power to state a living a 
ting in force a war power only intended to apply in the actual case and the appeal to the Probate Division would be cumula- infring 
struggle with Germany, but still in force because Peace has | tive, or, at any rate, alternative remedies of the aggrieved living 1 
not yet been formally ratified. They declared the strike | Patty. But to this view the Divisional Court took exception, to the » 
illegal. They applied in the Federal Court for an injunction and held that duplication of appeals could not have been con- mores : 
to restrain the strike. The injunction was granted and has | templated by the Legislature. The general rule is that his mis' 
been obeyed. It is very doubtful whether a similar step would | spectadibus generalia non derogantur; and here the apparent ts livin 
have been successful in England. The American world, in | inconsistency between the apes special rule (appeal to Pro- sible. 
fact, respects its own laws much more thoroughly than any | bate Division) and the implied general rule (case stated for Sue con 
European nation. Times have changed in America. There | King’s Bench Division) must be resolved in favour of the Was me! 
was a time, not so long ago, when a recalcitrant State would | former. In fact, the inconsistency crept into the legislation unless ; 
have simply ignored a Federal Court decision of which it dis- | Pe" ‘“evTam ol the Legislature. credible 
approved ; and the struggle between trade unionism and the ; on ; adopt t 
Government is not unlike that between State rights and Fiduciary Position of Directors. that—i: 
Federal rights. Many lawyers will remember the famous| It may be accepted as a sound rule of our common law, apart fi 
story of President ANDREW Jackson and Chief Justice | elaborated and enforced more fully by equity in special circum- cases ap 
MaRSHALL after the Cherokee War of 1820. The U.S. Govern- | stances, that no person, seised with a duty and possessed of a 
ment had made a treaty with the Cherokee Indians and had | power for the purpose of executing that duty, is at liberty to Evider 
guaranteed them certain territories. The State Government | use the power for ends of his own. In other words, an implied In a 
of Georgia, however, backed up by force the claims of certain | contract of agency arises out of the relationship, and the © bet 
southern backwoodsmen who had trespassed into and settled | person empowered must observe the ordinary rules which ed 
upon the reserved Indian territories. The Indians, defeated | define an agent's duty towards his principal. An interesting It oy 
in arms by the State Militia, obtained in the Supreme Court | application, for so we deem it, of this general principle is to be irritabil 












an injunction to restrain the State Government. 


rights, was on the side of Georgia. 
famous. 
said, ‘‘ now let Jounny MarsnHatt enforce it.’’ 


Presi- 
dent Jackson, himself a Southerner, and an advocate of State 
JACKSON’S remark is 
** Jonnny MARSHALL has laid down the law,’’ he 


The Chief 


found in Piercy v. S. Mills & Co. (Limited) and Others (ante, 
p. 35). The possessors of the power in this case were company 
directors. Their company had an issued capital of 4,252 one 
pound shares and needed no more capital. A temporary 
manager appointed by the directors had differences with them. 


Vating | 


called, | 
importa: 
genuine 
of late vi 


: He acquired, as he was entitled to do, 2,146 shares gf the com- 





Justice, of course, was unable by his sheriff’s officers to carry 


rlap 
i vi- 
We 
tion 
peal 
lich 
hich 
the 
ife’s 
nds ; 
ings 
rom 
t of 
of a 
mis- 
view 
pro- 
at a 
ble. 
ared 
For 
Act, 
lary 
» be 
|pon 
ly a 
Act 
wife 
ding 
; Te 
wife 
; re- 
“ates 
tices 
fore 
pjec- 
de re 
stin- 
eral 
the 
case 
tte a 
wula- 
eved 
Lion, 
con- 
that 
rent 
Pro- 
| for 
the 
ition 


law, 
cum- 
of 4 
Ly to 
plied 
1 the 
rhich 
sting 
to be 
ante, 
pany 
one 
orary 
hem. 
com- 


Nov, 15, 1919 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.| 63 








pany; and so had a controlling interest. He then took steps 
to secure his election on the board of the company. The 


directors thereupon took two steps, both of which were intra 


vires of their powers under the articles of association: they 
dismissed the manager and resolved to allot further shares to 
their own nominees in sufficient’ numbers to secure control 
This action on their part the manager took proceedings to 
restrain as illegal, and Mr. Justice PETERSON gave him the 
injunction for which he prayed. It is well settled that 
directors are not entitled to use their power of issuing shares 
in order to gain a personal advantage at the expense of the 
wishes of the shareholders or to defeat the views of a majority 
of their shareholders, or to gain permanent control of the 
company: Fraser v. Whalley (1864, 2 Hen. & M. 10); Punt v 
Simons (1903, 2 Ch. 506). But the present case, of course, 
was slightly different. Here the manager had forestalled the 
directors and gained a control inconsistent with his position 


as their servant by the simple method of buying shares in the / 


market. This, of course, he is entitled to do. He can exer- 
cise his general common law right of purchasing any property 
which he is not restrained from purchasing by some statutory, 


fiduciary or contractual disability—none of which exists in this | 
unreasonable to contend that the | 
directors are entitled to defend the existing regimen of the | 


case. But it seems not 
company against attack by exercising any legal power they 
possess—in this case their power of issuing the shares. The 
answer, however, is that this is not a general jus vested in the 


individual as such, but a special power vested in him as trustee | 


forthe company. He is therefore not entitled to use it in order 
to defeat the wishes of the existing majority of shareholders 


Public Policy and the Avoidance of Documents. 
state of facts which involves a question of ‘‘ avoidance as in 


restraint of public policy ’’ will be viewed by our courts 
Morals and manners and public policy cannot be, in a feminist 


democracy, what they were in the Merrie England of Coxe and 
MANSFIELD. Thus there was a time when separation deeds were | 


regarded as void, since they tended to restrain cohabitation on 
the part of the spouses. 
established that only deeds covenanting for future separation 
were void, not those providing for the continuance of an exist 
ing separation: Ke Moore (1887, 39 Ch. D. 116). 
principle applies to a gift by A to the wife of B on condition 
that she lives apart from her husband. If B and his wife are 
living apart already at the date of the gift, public policy is not 
infringed: Re Carleton (1911, W. N. 154); but if they are 
living together at that date the gift provides an inducement 
to the wife to desert her husband and is clearly contra bonos 
mores: Re Moore (supra). What about a legacy by A to B, 
his mistress, who is the wife of C, so long as she is chaste and 
ts living apart from her husband’ Nice arguments are pos- 
sible. The case has just arisen in Re Lovell (ante, p. 35). It 
was contended for the validity of the gift that the provision 
was merely intended to support the wife in living a chaste life 
unless and until she returned to her husband—a view hardly 
credible on the actual facts. While not going so far as to 
adopt this construction, Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence held 
that—in view of the fact that the wife was already living 
apart from her husband—the analogy of the separation deed 
cases applied, and the gift is valid. 


Evidence of Neurasthenia. 

In a recent case Judge Parry refused an application at 
Lambeth Court where the landlady of a house put forward a 
novel ground why she should obtain the eviction of the tenant 
It was stated that she suffered from neurasthenia, and that 
irritability caused by the tenants’ refusal to quit was aggra 
Vating her complaint. Medical evidence to this effect was 
called, but the judge declined to consider it and attach any 
importance to it. There is no doubt, we fear, that the very 
genuine and real malady, neurasthenia, has been much abused 
of late years in the course of judicial proceedings. In workmen’s | 

i 


| of Transport Act, 1919. 
It 1s an exceedingly difficult matter todecide how any novel | 


That phase passed, and the rule was 
} ] 


The same | 





compensation cases, in disability pension cases, in divorce and 


separation suits, in running-down cases there is a tendency of 
the party seeking relief to allege that he or she is the victim 
and expert medical evidence is readily 
In separation 


of ‘‘ neurasthenia,”’ 
forthcoming to support any such allegation 
and divorce suits by wives this tendency has long ago reached 

’ Where no other ground of cruelty can be 
alleged by a wife, advantage is taken of the legal 
health, or 


a very high point 
reasonably 
definition of cruelty as injury to life, limb, or 
reasonable apprehension of the same’’ in order to set up a 
it is suggested that the wife suffers 
from neurasthenia, and that this the result of tyrannical 
conduct on the husband's part Medical evidence is easily 
claim in the witness-box; indeed, 


count against the husband 


obtained to support the 
It is impossible to be 
juite sure whether or not a patient is suffering from this 
Hence a doctor is reluctant to offend or lose a patient 
{ a certificate or evidence, « pecially when 
he cannot feel absolutely certain that her story is not true. 
The moral would seem to be that private practitioners should 
be relieved from their present embarrassing position by being 
The cer- 
tificate or sworn testimony in the box of a public medical 


doctors are in a very difficult position 
di Cast 


by refusing to give 


relieved of the duty to give ‘evidence in such cases 
referee should be the only evidence accepted in such cases. 


The Railways and the Ministry of Transport. 

SoME DIFFERENCES of view appear in the public Press as to 
the precise powers of the Ministry of Transport over the rail- 
It is commonly stated that the Government owned 
and ran the railways during the war and continues to do so 
for two years from 15th August, 1919, under the Ministry 
This, however, is incorrect. On the 
outbreak of war was assumed, not ownership ; 
the Government took possession of the railways by virtue of 


ways 


possession 


| their statutory powers under the Regulation of the Forces 


Act, 1871. This gave general direction and control as regards 
the traffic But the was limited to the powers 
necessary to exercise such control in the interests of the con 


= possession ‘i 
duct of the war The post-bellum possession, as defined in 
the statute itself, is limited in a similar definite way as 


follows For the purposes of this Act, possession 30 taken 


or retained as aforesaid shall confer on the Minister such 


rights of control and direction as may be necessary for the 
exercise of his powers under this Act, but shall not confer on 
him any rights of ownership.’’ It is clear that the 
possessed by the Minister under the new Act are wider than 
those conferred by the Act of 1871. The latte: related only 
to war purposes; the present Act contemplates a general 
co-ordination of all modes of traffic with a view to eliminate 
waste, to secure economy and efficiency, and to initiate im 
; But the general nature 


pe ywers S 


provements in the transport services. 
of the is still that of 
purpose, not that of an owner or evén of a general 
vested in the 


power ”’ si possession ’’ for a specific 


bailee.’ 
A discussion as to the precise scope of the powers 
Government by the Regulation of the Forces Act, 1871, and 
the Order in Council, ith August, 1914 (Manual of Emer 
gency Legislation, p. 368), which declared a state of public 
emergency to have arisen and took over the railways, is to be 
found in Denahy and Cadehy Mau (Limited) v. 
Great Central Railway (1915, 84 L. J. K. B. 220) In that 


Collreries 


| case the plaintiffs had made an application to the Railway Com 


mission with reference to an alleged undue preference to rival 
traders. The company pleaded that they were no longer in 
possession of the railway, but were servants of the Govern- 
ment bound to obey its orders The Court held, however, 
that the working and control of the railways remains in the 
undertaker subject to the paramount interest of the Crown 
Where a railway is shown 
the burden of 


Council 
prima facie to have refused lawful facilities, 
proof is on it to shew that it is prevented from granting them 
by the action of the Crown. It is conceived that the principle 
of this case would apply to any similar case arising under the 
situation created by the Ministry of Transport Act. 


under the Orde ll 


novel 
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Punishments in Native States. 

One oF the difficulties of British Colonial rule is illustrated 
by the recent libel action of Fitzpatrick v. Barber (Times, 
10th November). The plaintiff, a former Resident in the Pro 
tectorate of Northern Nigeria, had been accused of permitting 
the flogging of native women in native courts Ile succeeded 
in showing that he was quite innocent of any such complicity 
and instigation, and the jury returned a verdict in his favo ir 
with £400 damage: At the same time they added a rider 
condemning the practice of flogging women in native courts 
where British rule prevails Everyone wil! agree that the 
flogging of women is undesirable, and some persons will con 
sider that the same principle applies to the flogging of met 
except, perhap , for very grave offences In courts where 
British law is administered flogging of women is illegal. But 
in Nigeria, in Egypt, and ir 
India, Britain is not the sovereign but merely the protector 
of the sovereign. She does not administer the country, but 
appoints political agents, resident 


certain independent states of 


who advise and warn the 
native rulers as to the exercise of their powers In such cases 
native law and custom is permitte 1, ex ept where contrary to 
the dictates of natural justice and humanity. The Residents 
can discourage practices of punishments of which they dis 
approve, but can scarcely take the bold step of forbidding 
them altogether merely because British sentiment of to-day 
takes a different view from that of native sentiment The 
flogging of women was legal and, indeed, prevalent, in 
England until 1820; so it cannot be urged that it is opposed 
to “natural justice and humanity.” Perhaps the question 
of punishments, permissible and otherwise, among native 
races. might be considered by the Legal Committee of the 
League of Nations, if and when that body finally commences 
its activities. 

The W.R.A.F. Inquiry Report. 

IN ACCORDANCE with invariable custom, the House of Lords 
Committee, presided over by Lord Wrensury, has not pul 
lished its report upon the casé of Miss Dovcitas PENNANT 
communication to the House of Lords must precede com 
munication to the public at large. But in view of the atta 
made on certain individuals in the course of the case, Lord 
Wrensury took the wise and humane step of stating at once 
the unanimous conclusions of his Committee s as the 
character of those individuals was concerned The charges 
of immorality against the W.R.A F. at Hurst Park were 
found to be unsupp rted by anv evidence whatever The 
allegations against the commanding officer and a lady admim 


trator were definitely proved to be untrue The sensationa 
suggestions that generals and colonels of high standing and 
character were deliberately promoting or sanctioning 01 wink 
ing at immorality in the camps were found to be untrue. N 
one will question the justice of this decision. Tittle-tattle of 
a sensational kind has long been spread about, and very genet 
ally believed, in connection with the W.R.A.F. personnel 


he a lying 


Happily rumour has been conclusively shewn to 
jade.’’ In fact the charges made, like some allegations which 
used to be common in pre-war days concerning what was 
called the ‘‘ White Slave Traffic,’’ are in ill pre bability the 
grossest of fabrications an 1 exaggerations which well-meaning 
persons, unacquainted with the world and it i 
make and believe, although no real evidence is eve 
forward in their favour. The moral seems to be that greater 
care should be taken by philanthropists and moral reformers 
before charges of a grave kind are made against private pet 
sons or classes of the population Earl Stanuore’s hast’ 
statements in the House of Lords, unjustifiable as they wer« 
are not really any worse than the similar wild and unproved 
charges habitually made both in the House of Lords and the 
House of Commons by all sorts and conditions of persons, lay 
and clerical, during the discussions on the celebrated Criminal 


Law Amendment Acts of 1885 and 1912 


readily 
r brought 


The Rhodes Tirustees have given £20,000 to Oxford Univer 
the establishment of a Professorship and f the advancement 
study of Roman-Dutch Law 





| thereabout The area, 


The Ministry of Health. 


V.—Summary of Metropolitan Public Health 
Administration. 


In our t article it was pointed out that, unfortunately, two 
different systems of Public Health administration exist in 
England. There is one system for the provinces and another 
system for the Metropolis. The former was described in our 
last article. The latter will be described in this. 

The reason for the difference, and the special treatment of 
London, is purely historical. A series of special Acts were 
passed for London, just as for isolated areas in the provinces, 
dealing with sanitation, roads, police and other matters 
These were consolidated into Metropolitan Management Acts, 
and the like, at a date when central Public Health adminis- 
tration for the country as a whole had not yet been planned or 
executed. The result was that the Metropolis already had a 
more or less complete sanitary code when the great Public 
Health Act of 1875 was enacted for the rest of the country. 
So London, partly for convenience and partly, perhaps, to 
ivoid opposition, was left out of the general scheme. Later 
imendments have taken place, both in the Metropolitan and 
n the general scheme, but so far without any serious attempt 
it unification 

London, to begin with, is a name of diverse meanings. It 
is one area, but an area with different boundaries according 
to the different administrations involved. Postal London, 
Police London, and Water London are quite distinct areas both 
from one another and from the Administrative County of 
London. Of course, the City of London is only one small unit 
within the county; but this everyone knows. The County of 
London, so created for the first time by the Local Government 
Act of 1886, is a peculiar area carved out of the four counties 
of Kent, Surrey, Middlesex, and Hertford. Its area is 117 
quare miles; its extent from north to south is eleven miles, 
ind about the same from east to west, except in the extreme 
outh-east, where it projects into Kent another five miles or 
although created into one 
1dministrative county, and placed under the government of a 
County Council so recently as thirty-three years ago, had long 
been treated as a unit for special purposes of local government 
centralised administration. In 1855 the Metropolitan Board 
f Works was set up as the local authority for the whole area 
[It consisted mainly of delegates from the various cities (London 
and Westminster), boroughs, districts, and vestries which had 
obtained separate metropolitan treatment in connection with 
Public Health. These lesser areas were reconstructed at the 
same time, and grouped into thirty-eight local units, each 
governed by a vestry or a district board. This, the first definite 
created by the 


constitution which London obtained, was 


Metrop Local Management Act of 1855 

The area which was thus created into the Metropolis had 
been a separate area for Public Health purposes ever since the 
l6th cent In that age the plague became prevalent. Thi 
City of London found it necessary to guard against it by the 
isolation of patients and infected houses. Bills of mortality 
were published giving returns of deaths and the houses affected 
These were first of all published only in each City parish. 
Then the returns were extended to parishes immediately out- 
which were fairly populous and not too discon: 


iry 


ide the City 
tinuous in building line from those of the London streets 
The system got fixed, and the area affected by it became known 
as that of the places and parishes within the bills of 
mortality This system of making death returns lasted until 
1836. when a Registration of Births, Deaths, and Marriages 
Act was passed, which applied to the whole country. By 1840 
the newly-appointed Registrar-General began to compile and 
issue returns based on those registrations. These returns were 
it first confined to ‘“‘ places within the bills,’’ so that these 
areas gradually got known as the ‘‘ Registrar-General’s Area.” 
In 1855 the ‘‘ Registrar-General’s Area’’ was definitely 
idopted as the Metropolitan area for the purpose of the 
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Metropolis Management Act of 1855. So it became the County the Metropolitan Borough Councils and hears com- 
of London when the administrative county was constituted in | plaints. 
1886 | ‘ : 

86. Jurisdiction to secure uniformity 


Shortly after the ‘‘ Registrar-General’s Area’’ came into The Council also makes and enforces bye-laws for 


definite existence, in 1840, an effort was made by reformers to the purpose ecuring uniformity of sanitary 
improve and centralise its public services, including that of idministration throughout the Metropolis. 
Public Health. At that dade, and until 1848. the Main ‘he sanitary powers of the Metropolitan Borough Councils, 
Drainage of London was carried out by no less than eight Com- | however, although less extensive than those of district councils 
missions of Sewers. In 1848 there occurred a cholera |" the provinces, are by no means unimportant They in- 
e} idem A panic arose, and the eight commissions were | lude 
swept away in favour of one single ‘‘ Metropolitan Commis } A The making, repair, and maintenance of sewers 
sion of Sewers.’’ In 1855, when the Metropolitan Board of other than ‘* main sewers 
Works was created by the Metropolis Management Act of that | The detection and abatement of nuisances. 
year, the control of the main drainage was entrusted to the ‘The cleansing of streets and the removal of house 
Board of Works Henceforward, London had a centralised reluse 
sewerage system The Act of 1855 also required each of the 
thirty-eight vestries to appoint a medical officer of health. In The appointment of sanitary inspectors and medical 
1855, too, another Act, the Disease Prevention and Nuisances officers of health 
Removal Act, conferred various sanitary powers on the vestries The provision of hospita 
and their medical officers of health. From this time on Lon- G.— Housing duties under a number of statutes 
don had a definite and peculiar system of Public Health H.--The adoption or otherwise of the power conferred 
administration. ‘ by the ‘‘ Adoptive Acts,’’ namely, the Bath and 
Wash Houses Act the Burial Acts, and the 
Public Libraries Act 
two sets of rival authorities, each of which has 
ke sanitary bye-law The London County Council 
The London County Council os haedllag ~ Pees the Local Government Act of 1806 and the 
The principal Public Health Authority. Its | V@"0Us London Public Health Act The Metropaines 
} I l 
powers are wider than those of other county re , , 

‘ . to them from the old vestries; they can make bye 
councils For example, it administers the main Silesian. ail, “ale cat ieite alk Ais som. tein tein’ 
drainage system, which elsewhere is under the sub- | 1°, ©°P©"** rag “ ’ . 7% > preity pr veplanitedl ¢ a0 
ordinate authorities, district and borough councils shoe wegpacl tne sa : : e | 1) Th ‘* good 

2. The Metropolitan Boroughs (including the Cities of See he eee ae ) = te 
London and Westminster). 
These are the local sanitary authorities, but their 


¢ 


powers are much more restricted than are those of 









































The provision of public lavatories 


We cannot trace in detail the growth and functions of the 
various Public Health authorities which exist in London for 
various purposes, but the following list indicates their 
nature 


h Councils can do so by virtue of the powers transferred 


laws but can- 


14). Their power is limited 


vovernment of the borough; (2) the prevention 
of nuisances; and (3) to secure the cleanli 
ution f cistern It should be 
, . Le ( onfirmation a difference exists be 
provincial local sanitary authorities ' , 
on > ween the ! vers and the two latter classes Rac h 
The Port of London Sanitary Authorit nt ithority. But in the case 
. . . a Con : : ce die 
The functions of this body are similar to those of | ° . . 
. : if bve-] for the d rule,’’ &e., the confirming authority 
other port sanitary authorities, discussed in last}. . , ’ 7 
» Hom r , é ise of bye-laws relating to 
articie , 1 : 
om nuisance } the 1! of water cisterns the coniirm 
he Metr itan Asylums Board 
The M ee — ’ y of ealth. which has succeeded to 


This important and peculiar unit in the Metro 





1: ' } posse sed by the Local 
politan system was specially created by the Metro- 


politan Poor-Law Act of 1867. It administers feve1 
hospitals and infirmaries, which elsewhere are 
ee ee ee ee en Recent Statutory [nactments 
inder specially elected or co-opted committees Fig / Pag: 
5. The Metropolitan Water Board Affecting Solicitors. 


This authority, created in 1902, and elected by 


vernment Boar l 


the various local authorities whose areas are | A MBER of recent changes in the law are of special 
pose to discu these nere very 


affected by its powers, has all the functions of water | Interest to solicitors We pro] 
supply elsewhere vested in the local sanitary | briefl rhey may be divided into three classes ; first, statutes 
authorities (7.e., district councils) 
The London Insurance Committee f ' 
Created by the National Insurance Act. 1911. | the law which have a special bearing on the work of solicitors. 
but not peculiar to London. We are indebted for some of our points to the Quarterly 
Bulletin, compiled by the teaching staff of the Law Society, 
t to the Law Society’s Gazette 


dealing with solicitors ; secondly, statutes altering the practice 


the court thirdly. statutes making substantive changes in 





The sanitary powers of the London County Council are very | ‘ 
wide, and may be briefly classified as follows published as = ne plemen 
A.—Original jurisdiction (November, 1919) 
The Council administers the law relating to I 
*(1) Main drainage. | The Solicitors Act, 1919, amends the law relating to the 
*(2) Buildings and bridges disciplinary expulsion of solicitors The Statutory Com- 
* (3) Asylums mittee, appointed under section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 
*(4) Fire Prevention 1888, had until the present Act merely power to report a 
*(5) Parks and open spaces solicitor to the High Court or the Master of the Rolls as a 
*(6) Housing of the working classes person whose conduct rendered him suitable for suspension 
*(7) Water supply. or expulsion; the Committee itself had no power to strike a 
*These include the greater part of the sanitary | solicitor off the rolls In other words, disciplinary powers 
bodies of the Bar, the medical, 


Sratutes Directiy AFFECTING SOLICITORS 





powers elsewhere vested in district councils | vested in the governing 

| the dental, and the veterinary professions were denied to 
iw has been put right by 
Se which confers on the Statutory Committee 


B.—Supervisory jurisdiction 
‘ ‘ . ' ; - 

The Council, like other County Councils, super-} solicitors. This /acuna in the 

vises the administration of the sanitary powers by | the present 
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power to strike a solicitor off the rolls or suspend him from to the Act sets out the constitution of the Federation. It 


practice. A right of appeal to the Court is given. There are | consists of branch boards, central conferences, and central 
other minor amendments in the Act } committees 
The Solicitors (Articled Clerks) Act, 1919, extends the This scheme may be regarded as the police force equivalent FE 
concessions made by the cognate Act of 1918. The latter Act | of a Whitley Council, as applied to the Civil Service and the a 
gave to articled clerks ‘‘ on war service ’’ the privilege of | great private industries. No similar scheme has yet been Cont! 
reckoning as part of their period of apprenticeship the whole | adopted for the Army, Navy" and Air Force—where trade- ‘ 
of their period of war service. The present Act extends a | unionism is, of course, forbidden without the concession of Phe 
similar privilege to persons who may become articled clerks | equivalent representation. Possibly the police force plan gd 
at any time during the continuance of the present war or | may ultimately be applied to those forces as well. In the The ¢ 
before the expiration of one year after the termination there- | meantime, it will be interesting to watch this experiment in beyon 
of.’’ There is this difference, however. The latter class must | limited democracy within a great disciplined organization. i nm 
serve under articles for a minimum period of two years, | The police force occupy an intermediate status between that a 


whereas no minimum exists in the case of the former class. | of the soldier, sailor and airman (whose enlistment practically builds. 
» Public Notaries (Articled Clerks) Act, 1919, grants very | deprives them of personal liberty in the interests of necessary sancti 

; concessions in respect of the period of war service to | aisciplinary authority) and that of the layman, whose status ~ . 
clerks articled to public notaries. As the latter are no longer | is completely free. The precise extent to which a policeman, of a 
an important or numerous class, however, the concessions are | soldier or any other class of civil servant must be prepared to Hele 
not of very great practical value sacrifice—during his period of service—many of the civil and charac 
11.—Srarures ALTERING THE Practice or THE Courts. | political rights of a freeman is one of great juristic difficulty. for at 
Probably many unexpected experiments will be tried in the had a; 


: “ operat 
next few years. standa 


There is only one statute of this kind which needs considera 
tion—namely ‘ the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1919. 
This extends, amends and prolongs the duration of the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1917 One of the chief amend 
ments 1s the substitution of Ist January, 1917, for 4th August, 
1914 (the date of the earlier Act), as the date before which a | 
contract must have been entered into in order to bring it 
within the discretionary powers of the Court as to variation, 
annulment or suspension In this connection attention may 
be called to the Report of the Pre-War Contract Com- 


the statutory enactments summarized above of course Tam 
form only a few of the numerous Acts which have become law (1916 

| in the last few months, all of which—in some sense—neces- Meta 
sarily affect every lawyer. An interesting point, worthy of 119) jo 
consideration and discussion by al] interested in questions of App 
professional organization, is how far in a general codification Bauna 
| of our laws, any of the above statutes would be classed under ohn 
| the ‘‘ law relating to persons’’ as distinct from the law delays 


mittee (Cd. 8975 of 1918), an interesting document which | relating to ‘‘ actions ’’ and procedure—i.e., under ‘‘ substan- flooas, 
; : . Gabe ? control 


sve ’? " 2 6 « tact ad aw 
deserves study The little Arochure of Mr. Macxtnnon, K.C., tive as opposed to “‘ adjective ’’ law! arnt 
on the ‘‘ Effect of War on Contracts’’ (Oxford: Clarendon eee day oi 
mMandec 
respond 


a conse 


Iil.—Srarvutres InxpirectLty Important to So.iciTors | Practice.—A Manual of the Practice of the Supreme Court of al 
t Ct 


This latter class is necessarily vaguer than the two former. | Judicature in the King’s Bench and Chancery Divisions. By Jou proceed 
Differences of opinion may reasonably exist as to the statutes | INDERMAL Rk, Solicitor. Tenth Edition, by Cuartes THwalrtts, them to 
. : : We | Solicitor. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 20s. net. enable | 

owing | 




























































Press) is a gem of precise analysis and concise statement also 


| 
deserving of attention Books of the Week. 


whose subject matter entitles them to be here considered. 
will adopt the opinion of the Law Society teaching staff, who The Treaty of Peace with Germany.—Clauses _affect- 

} . ing Mereantile Law ly (Cy M. Piccto 1 A. W. Ew subsequ 

regard three statutes which received the Royal Assent within | '"S ‘erecantile Law. by CYRIL M, FICCIOTTO and A. W. EWART ing out 

~ ort, Barristers-at-Law. 6s. until th 


the last three months as especially affecting the interests of 
solicitors. One of these is the Agricultural Land Sales | Finance.—A Plain Guide to Investment and Finance. In Two Board 
(Restriction of Notices to Quit) Act, 1919, already fully noted | Parts By T. E. Youna, B.A., F.R.A.S. Third Edition, Revised, until t 


in these columns Expanded and Reset. Macdonald & Evans. 7s. 6d. net. the shh 


Another is the Restoration of the War Practices Act, 1919. The Secretary and His Directors. Fourth Edition. By Herbert “A"p 
This statute was enacted in order to redeem the pledge given | W. Jorpan and Stantey Borrie. Jordan & Sons. Trade r 
by Mr. Asquith’s Cabinet to the labour world in 1915 when | he Law of Checkweighing. By Joun Henry Cocksurs proceed 
the Labour Party were asked to suspend their trade restric- | Solicitor. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 7s. 64d, ship of 
tions and ‘‘ ca’ canny ”’ practices for the duration of the war, | design. 
and submit to the Munitions of War Act, 1915. The new | a Mately « 


} extra £7 
Act is passed in a form approved by the Labour Party as a longer 


whole-hearted redemption of the Government’s pledge. It | Correspondence. resnonde 





principle 
(1918, A 
(Bankes, 
called or 
made obligatory upon the employer. The practice must be | Sir,—May I send a word thoroughly supporting what “Temple Lord I 
maintained and permitted by him for a period of one year | says in your issue of last Saturday. that aft 
: " As the powers that be have not been able to effect anything worth Governm 
mentioning in the direction of increasing Solicitors’ charges, I have it just a 
| personally long ago anticipated what must inevitably happen. In “3 age 
. — | my own practice, since the beginning ot last year, I have been Ann e 
wise into the sphere of magisterial and criminal courts. | charging more than I am legally allowed to do, and now, I should ae 
Members of a police force are prohibited (section 2) from | think, exceed that by something like 50 per cent. So far as my staff Secstice 
being or becoming members of ‘‘ any trade union or any | is concerned, last year they received 50 per cent. over pre-War the contr 
association having for its objects, or one of its objects; to salaries, and this year considerably more than that. ; form, w: 
; The profession must get into line with the times, and that quickly. therefore 
Solicitors’ clerks must be treated well financially, and made com- in the su 
fortable, otherwise their calling will become an obsvlete one. and to d 
} the parti 
; ; : : tase fell 
{We print our correspondent’s letter at his request. But we ay! 
A . : cannot advise solicitors to follow the example set by charging costs dismis 
police authorities and the Secretary of State all the matters | whieh exceed those allowed by law. The question, however, is 4 Lords | 
affecting their welfare and efficiency other than questions of | urning one ; and it is hoped that a revision of the court scales will the appe: 
discipline and promotion affecting individuals.’’ A schedule | e introduced at an early date.—Eb. S, /.] 
i 


restores ‘‘ any rule, practice, and custom obtaining before the on sa = ° 
war in any industry ”’ which has ‘‘ during and in consequence Che Position of Lawy ers’ Clerks, 


of the present war been departed from.”’ Restoration is now To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


from the date of the restoration 
The Police Act, 1919, is of the utmost interest to all 
solicitors whose practice carries them as advocates or other 


control or influence the pay, pensions, and conditions of ser- 
vice of any police force.’’ In return for this disability there 
is conceded a privilege. A Police Federation is constituted | 
‘‘for the purpose of enabling members of the _ police 
force . . . to consider and bring to the notice of the | 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 
FEDERAL STEAM NAViGATION CO. (LIM) v. SIR RAYLTON 
d DIXJIN @ .O. (LIM.) 2) th Uctober. 
CowTRacT—IMPOSSIBILITY oF PERFORMANCE—DSUIPBUILDING 


WAR—GOVERNMENT LNTERFERENCE 
at the latter should 


AGREEMENT 


The appellants contracted with the respondent 
butld a ship for them, according to appr ¢d pauns and spe 
jor £127,500, the steamer to be deltvered by the end of Januury, 
The contract proviaed that t / y delays due t 
buuders’ control 
builders 


iftcutions, 
in the ever 
which shout terfere with con 
sna 


beyond the 
of the vessel the 
of lime lt was common gt ad that 


should be 


contract by reason of the inte 
building of merchant vease 
sancti ned the ] 
the shipbuudde r deci. ned to put tt 
they had agr ed to carry out had gone 
af the ship as a standard ship was a wholly neu 
Held, that the 
character and duration as to make the 
ontract fro 


bullaing of a 


7 pre te 
interference the G 7 
building 

jor a wholly different 
had agreed to 
pperative, ( ve re 


execute, ana there 


j 
spondent were 
standara or the acreu ; 
Tamplin Steamship Co Ay 


| j 
1916, 2 A 591) atatinguished 
‘ 
Water B 


Balna 
wila 
the ¢ 
deiays 
flooas, bad weat 

conti which should 

Duliders shouid be aliowe 

day ol such de@iays 

manded by tne Admiral 
respondents WOrkKs were 

a consequence the respondents had ) omme a work on 
ship. in June, 1916, the respondents were directed to devote t 
resources entirely to merchant sh pping Before the respondents « 
proceed with the building of the yitract ship, it was necessary 
them to obtain from the Board of Trade 
enable them to procure the necessary materials, and in cases in whi 
ind to the rise in wa 


tn A priority certificate 
owing to the increase in tae cost of materia 
subsequent to the making of a shipbuilding contract, the cost of carry 
ing out the contract had considerably increased, this was not granted 
until the parties had agreed to an increase in the contract price. The 
Board of Trade theretore declined to grant certificate 
until the parties had agreed as to the increase in t 
tract price. It was ultimately agreed that th price of 
the ship should be increased by £44,000, and in November, 1916, an 
“A” priority certificate rranted In February, 191/, the Board of 
Trade refused to grant fac.lities for building the contract 
in March, 1918, the Shipping Controller instructed the respondents to 
proceed w th the construction of the dard ship, that is, a 
ship of smaller dimensions than the contract ship, and of different 
design The appe lants having commenced ar tion (which was uiti 
mately disconti:.ued), claiming to be relieved f 1e payment of tix 
extra £74,000, the respondents counter-claimed that the contract was no 
longer binding upon them Bailhache, J vave judgment for the 
respondents on the counter-claim, holding that the case came within the 
principle laid down in Metropolitan Water Board v. Dick, Kerr, & Co 
1918, A. ©. 130), and his judgment was upheld by the Court of Appeal 
(Bankes, Warrington L.J7 The dents 
called on to argue, and 

Lord BIRKENHEAD, C., in giv'ng judgment, 
that after the n November, 1916, 
Government and instructions conveyed to the 
it just as imp ssible for the builders to pr with » execution of 
the contract as it had been ‘mp 
of the earlier contract. and it was a matter of mplete i 
whether the impossibility was caused by the failure to obtain a priority 
certificate or whether the duced by some cther 
directions which equally made it impossible to carry out the terms of 
the contract. The Government interference, exercised under a different 
form was not less complete after the contract had be ried ind 
therefore, as in the cree of the earlier contract. there had been a ch ane 
im the substratum of the contract so far-reaching as to alter its character 
and to demand the substitrtion of another contract for that into which 
the parties had entered. He agreed with the Court of Appeal that the 
tase fell within the privcinle lnid down by Lord Duned'n in Metro- 

ttan Water Board v. Dick, Rerr. & Co (supra 

dismissed 

Lords Hatpane, Buckmaster, DunepiIn and ATKINSON con urred in 
the appeal being dismissed. with costs. —CounseL. for the appellanta, 
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1. Crump & § 
Exsxine Karp, Barrister-at-Law | 


Court of Appeal. 
WOODFIELD STEAM SHIPPING CO. (LIM) v. J. L. THOMPSON & 
Cu Lia No. 1 3rd wnd 4th November. 
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In the Federal Steam Navigation Com 
pany s case t inted out, 
and riyht y po ’ nm ail tt cases we must examine, first, 
the deyvree of ‘ f ondly ts duratior It i in my 


Navigation Con 


was, however, I 


view, difficu 1 pet iT os t ) ( t I eral n 


clusi ” 


it 
and 
and 


to 


cannot supervente , 1, t i 


Buc e¢ 
pointe 1 out 
been a great i . i os 
feren e that a cnal » had taken | ‘ n t 
he was consider Unless the tw matters he t rdship) had 
already referred to made a difference. that case w directly applicable 
here. The Federal Steam Navigation Con pany’s case was indistinguish 
able in prim e fromthe present cas The defendants were entitled 
to say that the ntracts were no longer in existence, and the appeal 
must be dismissed 
Atkin, L.J nd 


incellor 
there had 
e of materials, and drew the in 
the substratum ot e 


vernment inte 


ontrac 


Eve, J., delivered judgment to the same effect 
Counsri, Raeburn, K.C., and Hildealey; R.A W right, K.C.. and G. P 
Langton. Sottcrrors, Botterell & Roche; Downing, Handcock, Middle 
ton & Lewia, for 2B »hm, Middleton & Co., Sunderland 

[Reported by H 


High Court—Chancery Dyvision. 
Re DOTT’S LEASE. MILLER AND ANOTHER v. DOTT. Peterson, J. 


24th Vetober. 


Layevorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ro MaInTAIn Prices or ADMISSION 
Prices—BReacu 
t admission to a theatre, and not 


COVENANT 
INCREASE Ot} 


A covenant to n fain the prices 
e th me w.thout the gent the lesaor, we not broken by 


use tf te in @ffect a cove 
ining, that being the more 


Lease— THEATRE 


zon of the pri e ber y increa ed, be nant to 
f rice i to keep them fror lé 
ra “yout 


letermiune 


Che 


admi 


ieatre at i€ 
28th March, 
itrical pre 
dmission. 

ice on the 
Act, 1881, 
itiffs took 
imount to a 


iran, 
to this 


requ ring 
out this summons 
brea h 


PETERSOD 


the lease is 
mountain 
and in ¥ 
ceding ¢ enart 
class London theatre niv, the true 
lessee ** will at all tim during the 
declinir y. the pr ces f 1dmission s 1 w charged 
will rot reduce the ime without the 
first obtained.”” The covenant only restricts a decrea ! ss, and 
restrain n incresse, and there will he ration 
ingly CouUNSFI W.wM Hunt; Sr Alfred Briacoe SOLICITORS, 
Langton d& Passmore; Baker a 
[Reported by L. M 


. - ’ . >. . . 
High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
BURCHELL v. THOMPSON. J. E. H" RRISON (LIM) Claimants. 


Div. Court. 28th October. 

Apvance To Tuirp Party—StTatvTory 
Form—Omisst1on oF Recerpt Crause—Cory Frrep wrrn RecistraR 
“True Copy ''—Rate or Interest—Omisston or Worps, “ Per 
Annum '’—Brits or Save Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), s. 10 
SUB-SECTION (2 


& 46 Vict. c. 43, s. 9) Scuepute 


that the } " nl e } uD ar ied as a 


) is that 
said term keep ul or keep from 
at the theatre, and 


meanir enant 


writing of tl] esor 


accord 


J. D. 


does not 


Sor 1qny 
Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Brit or Sate—ConsSIDFERATION 


By a bill of sale the grantor “in consideration of the sum of £250 
paid by the grantees to one, Gordon Carpenter, at the request of the 
chattels and things therein specified to the 
eid sum of £250 “ and interest 
The words, “ the receipt 
Of which the grantor hereby a were omitted after the 
fate ent of the payment to Ct r pe nter by the grantees wt the requ at 
words are contained in the form in the schedule 

Amendment Act, 1882, in accordance with 
illa of aale are required to be made by ction 9 of that 
ypy of the bill of sale filed with the registrar the words 
" were omitted in stating the rate of interest payable on 


granto signed the 
f security for the 


grante-a by way 
)f SS per cent. per annum oo 


thereon at the rate 
‘knowledges om 


intor, which 


f Sale Act (1878 


aa to the first potnt, that since the words in the statutory form 
case where the money ts not paid directly 
departure from the statutory form, and 
iny material fact forming part of the 


appropriate to the 
ntor, there was no 
mission of 
side i 
Davies v. Jenkirs (48 W. R. 286; 1900, 1 Q. B. 133) distinguished. 
Held, aa to the second point, that the true test, as to the filed copy of 
a bill of sale being a true copy, ts whether the difference iw such as to 
mislead an ordinury person, and that in this case no one could fail to 
understand that the speaking of so much per cent. per 
annum 


Appeal from the Dorking County Court. 


parties were 


By a bill of sale, dated 29th 


| January, 1909, and made by the above named, Thompson, as grantor, 


J. E. Harrison & Co. being the grantees, it was provided that in 
onsideration of the sum of £250 paid by the grantees to one, Gordon 


| Carpenter, at the request of the grantor, he (the grantor) did thereby 


assign to the grantees and their assigns all and singular the several 
chattels and things specifically described in the schedule thereto 
annexed by way of security, for the payment of the sum of £250 and 
interest thereon at the rate of 55 per cent. per annum. The grantor 
covenanted to pay to the claimants the principal sum and interest by 
instalments, the first of £15 to become due on 28th February then next 
following, and the like sum on the 29th of each succeeding month until 


29th January, 1920, when the balance of the principal and interest 


| secured by the bill of sale should be fully paid. The bill of sale was 


| sale was invalid in that: (1) It 


Britis or Sate Acr (1878) AmenpMeENT Act, 1882 (45 | 


| claimante 


i the present c: Ge 


| naid by the grantee to the grantor 


| the grantor 


duly registered by the grantees, but the copy thereof, which was filed 
vith the registrar, omitted therefrom the words “‘ per annum.”’ ‘In an 
action brought by Burchell against Thompson in the County Court of 
Dorking, Burchell recovered judgment tor £7 19s. 6d. He issued 
execution on that judgment, and possession was taken of the goods of 
Thompson, being those comprised in the bill of sale. The grantees of 
the bill of sale claimed the goods but Burchell, the execution creditor, 
disputed their right to the goods thereunder. An interpleader issue was 
ordered to be tried between the two parties in the county court, and 
at the trial thereof the execution creditor contended that the bill of 
was not in accordance with the form 
in the schedule to the Bills of Sale Act (1878) Amendment Act, 1882, 
is required by se'tion 9 of that Act, since the words “the receipt of 
which the said A. B. (the grantor) hereby acknowledges’”’ were omitted 
after the statement of the pay:nent to Carpenter by the grantees at the 
request of the grantor; (2) the copy of the bill of sale filed with the 
t a “true copy”’ of the said bill within the meaning 
of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878. section 10, sub-section 2, since it omitted 
the words “‘ per annum ”’ in stating the rate of interest payable on the 
| The county court judge held that the bill of sale was invalid 


oan 
of both grounds, and gave judgment for the execution creditor. The 


appealed 

LvsH, tomy giving judgment, said that he must differ from the 
county court judge on both the points raised. The judge. in coming to 
the conclusion that the bill of sale was not in accordance with the form 
in the schedule to the Bill of Sale Act, 1882, as required by section 9 
of that Act, followed the judgment of the Divisional Court in Davies 

Sut the transaction there was different from that m 
There the advance was made by the grantee of the 
bill of sale to the grantor, and it was for that class of case that 
provision was made in the form in the schedule; and in Davies v. 
Jenkins (supra) the receipt clause was omitted. The Court held that 
the bill of sale was invalid. But the bill of sale in the present case 
was not given, nor purported to be given, in consideration of money 
The consideration was money paid 
by the grantee to a third person at the request of the grantor, and, 


registrar was n 


Jenkina (aupra 


| therefore, in the transaction with which the parties had to deal, the 


vords of the form in the schedule would not be appropriate, as they 
were when the money was paid directly to the grantor by the grantee. 
The Court was quite free, therefore to express its own view in t 

present case, quite apart from the decision in Davies v. Jenkins (supra). 
In his lordship’s’ opinion, in such a case as the present it was quite 
unnecessary to make the statement as to the receipt; it would add 
nething to the efficacy of the deed if that statement were made, and it 
detracted nothing from the validity of the deed if that statement were 
omitted. All that was required in bills of sale was to disclose truly 
what the consideration was, and it was amply sufficient to state that the 
was paid by the grantee to the third person at the request of 
There wes, therefore, in the present case no departuf® 
from the statutory form, and there was no omission of any materi 

fact which formed part of the consideration. The question of estoppel 
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Bad been raised, and it was said that the grantor was not estopped 
from proving the truth, even if the receipt clause was set out in the 
deed. It was true that it was the practice in conveyancing to eet 
out a receipt clause in the body of the deed, but whether the receipt 
clause was there or not, there was no estoppel in the one case more 
than the other. A party to a deed was never estopped from setting 
up the truth in a court of equity, and it was always open to the party 
who had been misled to show that the money had not been paid As 
to the point that the copy of the bill of sale filed with the reg 

pot a true copy of the bill of sale, the true terion as this 
whether the copy differed from the original that fie t would 
be t« mislead any ordinary person. It was said that a per 
be mraled because the true deed described the interest as so much pe. 
cent. _per annum, whereas the copy omitted the words “ per 
But the county court judge did not seem to say that any ordinary person 
would be misled, but that a creditor, investigating, would be puzzled 
The true test, however, whether an ordinary person would be 
misled, and he (his lorcship) could not think that any person who 
desired to know what the document meant could fail to understand 
that the parties were speaking of so much per cent. per annum 

appeal should be allowed. 

Sankey, J., gave judgment to the same effect 
thews, K.C.. and S. J. Duncan, for the claimants; 
and G. F. Kingham, for the execution creditor 
Cran; Appleton & Co. 

[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Dvwvision. 


MARKS v. THE FINANCIAL NEWS (LIM.) 23rd July. 


Company—TRANSMISSION CLAUSE—RIGHT oF AN Executor OF A SHARE 
HOLDER TO VoTe aT GENERAL MEETINGS 


A company having common form articles of association, including a 
“ transaction clause ** dealing with titled t é 
m consequence of de ath, admitted the right of an executor of a deceased 
member to vote in respect of that member's shares, but did not ex 
pressly confine the admission to the right to vote at that particular 
meeling. 

Held, that the executor had the right to vote in respect of those 
shares at a subsequent meeting. 

This was an action commenced by Mr. Julian J. Marks, the sole execu 
tor of the late Mr. Harry H. Marks, against the defendant company 
and its directors, asking for a deciaration tnat the rejection by the chair 
man at the meeting heid in Marck last of more than 4U,00U votes ten 
dered by the plaintiff in respect of a like number of shares in the 
company was inconsistent with the provisions of the articles of associa 
tion of the company, and was invalid, and that the resolution which 
purported to be passed as a special resoiution at the meeting was in 
valid. The material clauses of the articles of association of the com 
pany were articles 10, 33, 38, 39 and 77, which articles were substan 
tially the same a8 articles 12, 335, 37 and 75 in the Ilth edition of 
Palmer's Company Precedents, at pages 650, 671, 677 and 704. By 
article 38 al! executors or administrators of a deceased member (not 
being one of several part holders) shall be the only persons re¢ mized 
by the company as having any title to the shares registered in the 
name of such member, and article 39 was the usual! transmission clause 
Then by article 77 any person entitled under the transmission clause to 
transfer any shares may vote at any general meeting in respect thereof 
in the same manner as if he were a registered holder of such shares, 
provided that forty-eight hours at least before the t'me of holding the 
meeting at which he proposes to vote he shall satisfy the directors of 
his right to transfer such shares, unless the directors shall have pre 
viously admitted his right to vote at such meeting in respect thereof 


Sargan’, J. 


» rsons becoming e 


By article 76 any member at the poll was entitled to one vote in respect | 
Harry Marks was at the time of his death the | 


of each of his shares. 
registered holder of over 40,000 shares, of which over 30.000 were 
ordinary shares. He died in December, 1916, and the plaintiff. J. J 
Marks, was his sole executor, and proved his wil! in March, 1917. Un 
6th March, 1917, the probate was registered with the company, and or 
5th March, 1917, notice was given of a meeting of the company, and 
some correspondence passed between the plaintiff's solicitors and the 
company, as the result of which his right to vote was admitted, but in 
terms not expressly confining the admission to the right to vote at the 
particular meeting. In March. 1919. notice was given of a mecting to 
pass a special resolution altering the articles of association of the com 
pany in a way which transferred the control of the company from the 
ordinary shareholders to the preference shareholders The plaintiff 
attended and voted, but the chairman disallowed the votes civen bv him 
in resnect of the shares standing in the name of H. H. Marks. If the 
Plaintiff’s votes as executor had been allowed the necessary majority 
would not have been obtained, and the resolution would have been lost 
in October 1917, the company had discovered that H. H. Marks had 
pledged a large number of his shares by way of equitable security 

he question in this motion accordingly was whether these votes were 
properly rejected. It was contended for the plaintiff that thev could 
Rot reopen their decision admitting his right to vote, and for the 


otrar was | 


The ' 
i t 


O'Connor | 


cg 


defendant that, even if an admission had been given in general terms, 

the directors, on subsequently learning that there had been acts affect 

ing the shares, might require the executor to satisfy them as to his 
rigat to vote 

SARGANT, J., after stating the facts, said : In 1v17 the directors had 

n a general admiss f laintiff’s right to vote, although, if 
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ler as 


ns restrictir 18 1 origina 
though he t is { if r s ( in 
f article 77 and 39, is that in thie 
laintiff is entitled there must be a declaration 
resolution at the meeting of last March was not passed as @ 
NSEI tlerander Grant, KC., and H. &@. 
Mark Romer, K.C., Rolt. K.C., and Arthur Sims. Sonicrroas, 
Morris, Crisp, & Co.; Birkbeck, Yeo, & Co. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar 


| special resolutior Cor 


W r »} ; 
Ashurat 
Barrieter-at-Law.) 


New Orders, Xe. 


O-der in Council. 





, Whereas it is provided by section 2 of the Customs (Exportation 
Prohibition) Act, 1914, that any Proclamation or Order in Council made 
under section & of the Cu-toms and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, as 
mended by the Act now in i ay, whilst war exists, 
be varied or added to by an Or wade by the of the Council 
ommendation of the B rade 
1s provid d 


a state »f 
Lords 


the re 


1d whereas it 
Restriction) A 
the Exportati 


; the Customs (Exportation 
, 1914, that any Pre ion made under section 1 of 
n of Arms Act 100, may, whether the Proclamation was 
m before or after tt t Ing the Act now in re il. be varied 
or added to, whilst a state of war e 8, by an Order made by the Lords 

of the Counci n the re mn fat if the Board of 'l'rade 
And whereas by ition, date the 10th day of 
and mad u I I the toms and Inland Revenue 
1879, and se ) sxpo i Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 
of tt Customs (I tat it } Act, 1914, the portation 
from the United Kingdom cer n articles ill destinations 

ited 
1 whereas by subs rde if Council, and by the Proclama 
ted r scecti \ > t ( f cember, 1918, and the 12th 
March, 1919 ind added to 
particu 
reas there was tl e Board a re 
Pre mation. dated t ] ’ \ f May, 1917. as amended 
i added to by su nd by mations 
i ctively the th day ember, 1918, ; the 12th day 
io Ml 1Y1Y. at ! amended vy makin the following 
amendments in and a edule to the 
] Lhat re 


4) Silver cou 


May, 1917, 
Act, 


to certain r 


was amended 


mmendation 


(a) Fish, except preserved or frozen fish, 
chinchards, sprat ring ne sh 
(2) That the f lowing 1dded 
A) > B ‘ , Coin ; 
(a) Fish, excent f ving nned, preserved or frozen fish, 
chinchards, sprats crayfish and prawns, 

Now. ps, havi 1 recommenda 
tion into consideration, are pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered, 
that the same he anproved 

Whereof the Commissioners of His Majesty's Customs and Excise, and 

it may ce are to take notice and govera 





therefore, ‘The r taken the sa 


a other p rsons whom neern 
themselves acc rdingly 
7 Nov {[Gazette, 7th 


Nov 


Admiralty Order. 
ORDER OF THE ADMIRALTY REVOK'NG ALL ORDE?PS MADR 
IN PURSUANCE OF SECTIONS 4 AND 9 OF THE MUNITIONS 
OF WAR ACT, 1915 


Whereas the Admiralty t from time to time, in evrercise of the 





| of War Act 


owers conferred on the Admiralty by sections 4 and 9 of the Munitions 
1915, made Ord rs declaring that the Docks specifed ia 

the said Orders were and should be s from the dates therein respec 

ive'y mentioned, Controlled Establ'shments under the provisions of the 

Munitions of War Acts, 1915 to 1917 

And whereas the Adr iralty consider that the Docks spec ified in the 





said Orders should no longer be Controlled Establishments. 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of all powers them thereunto ensbling, 
the Lords Commi=stoners of the Admira ty hereby order as follows: 
1. All the said Orders are hereby revoked as from the date hereof. 
2. This Ord.r may te ected as the Controlled Establishments 
(Docks, Revocation of Control) Order, 1919 
jrd Not (Gazette. 7th No 


\dmiraltv Notice to Mariners. 
No. 1910 of the year 1919 
BRITISH ISLANDS 


Information with regard to Extinction of Lights and Discontinuance or | 


Replacement of Aids to Navigation. 


Former Notice No. 1625 of 1919; hereby cancelled 


1. All lights on the « British islands are exhibited and 
the usual ivy-signals are sounded with the following exceptions : 
Cairneu g or.ggs Lgot w exhibited but is unreliable; the fog 


signal at ¢ nbulg beiggs is not working. Berwick pier light 


a 7 Ce 


ists Of the 


a 


fog-signal at North Stack has been t 
placed by an exp.osive 





tional marks are gradually be 
replace off tne east o ‘ ts 11so that additional new Ma 
are being é de ‘ he limits t rous areas 


lt mu not i ime hov aus the ordinary navig " 


Marks are fain ul ce Una t n the vicinity is e or open | 


to genera : n is m t ttial that the instructions laid 
down in the Mine Warnings to Mariners are strictiy adnered 
Note his Notice s revision of the tormer Notice quoted ; 


“ fe. 4 


\iintstry Ol Vlulitions, 


ORDEK Of THE MINISTRY OF MUNITIONS REVOKING ALJ 
OsVDERS Mavi tn MURSUANCE OF SrcliUN 4 OF Tit 
MUNLLIUNSD Us An AUL, 1l¥is 
MUNILIUNS OF WAR \MENUMENI LCL, 1416 


Whereas the M 
ol the powers © ‘ him by ‘ m4 ol the 
Act, i¥.o, and s lon I he st ns of Wal 
Yio, made Urders de g bn the Bstablsimen.s speci.ed in the 
gaid Urders were and should be as trom the dates therein respectively 
mentioned cottroiied estaclishments under the pre 
Acts And wWhcfeas the Minister considers tnat the 
epecihed in he said Urders s&s uld no longer be controlled 
ments Now, therelore, in pursuance of ail powers him 
enabling, the Miuister of Munitions hereby orders as toliows 

l. Auli the suia Orders are herevy revoked as trom the date 
hereol! 
2. This Order may be cited as the Controlled Establishments 
(Ministry of Munitions Kevocatiwwon of Control) Order, 19:9. 
5th Nov {GJazette, 7th Nov 


liunifions has irom tume lo time, In ¢ 
Muuitions of War 
Vinenament) Act 


Aercim 
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Orders. 


AND WALES) ORDER 
PRICES (SCOTLAND 


Ministry of t ood 


RETALL PRICES (ENGLAND 
AND THE MEAT RETALL 


THE MEA! 
No. Z, 1 Ji, 
ORDER, 1918 

N ofice 
1. In exercise of the powers reserved to hum by the above Orders and 
of all other powers enabling him in it behalf, the Food Controller 
hereby gives not ce that on nd after the 6 October, 19:9, the maai 
mum prices on sales of meat by retail in 

Administ » County of London and t ( ties of Essex, Hertford 

shire, } ’ Kent, Surrey, Sussex Bu ki ine amshire, Oxfordshir: 

Berkshire Viltshire, Hampshire and the Isle of Wight, shall be at the 

rates ment ‘ n the kirst Schedule eret« and the maximum prices 

on sales by ther part of England or in Wales shall be at 
the rates mentor in the Second Schedule hereto, and the maximum 
ind shall be at the rates me 


the area comprised in the 


prices on sales | tall 1 Scot ntioned in 
the Third Sel e heret 

2. The Not ted 5th July, 1919, issued under the 
is hereby revoke m the 6th October, 1919, but without prejudice 
to any pro eedings spect of any contravention thereof 

fe), ‘ 

>t NM 


above Orders 


{Here follow three Schedules of Prices.) 
CHE MEAT (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1917 
iV otice 


The Food Controller hereby directs pursuant to Clause 1 (6) of Part 1 
of the Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, that the prices mentioned 
in the Schedule hereto shall, in England aind Wales, from the 13th 


signa give y | 


AND pmwtiON 1 OF lnk 
| 
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THE ONLY KECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 





























Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone ; 2422 Hulborn. Tclegrams ; “ Alaciious, London,” 
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AND FATS ORDER. 1919 
Notice. 

he A cogs re reserved to him by Clause 1 (4) of the 
iabling him in that behalf, the 
that nd ter 27th October, 1919, 
ad linseed oil shall be excluded from the Schedule to the 
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Food 
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VLontr er Dy lers 


THE [IMPORTED MEAT 
powers conferred upon him by the 
all other powers enabling 
Food mtroller hereby orders as follows : 
A person not sell or offer or expose for sale by retail or 
act of retail sale 
unless such meat bears at the time of sale or offer 
or exposure for sale or delivery, as the case may be, a label with the 
Imported vw the words Imported Meat’’ clearly printed 
readable by the customers; provided that 
were any cut or joint of imported meat is exposed for sale by retail, 
sufficient compliance with the requirements of this clause 
relating to su if such cut or joint is exposed on a slab or 
counter which bears in a conspicuous position a label with the word 
‘Imported "’ or the words ‘“‘ Imported Meat ”’ clearly printed thereon 
so as to be easily readable by the customers. 

2. A person shall not either on a label or otherwise make or knowingly 
connive at the making of any false statement or representation a6 to 
the description of any (whether Imported or Home-Produced) 
offered or exposed for sale or sold by retail, or delivered pursuant 
to a contract of retail sale 

3. For the purposes of this Order “ Meat 
Lamb, Pork and Veal, but shall not include 
Meats, Sausages of Offals 

+. Infris this Order are 
fence of the Realm Regulations 

5.—(a) This Order may be cited 
Order, 1919 

(6) This Orde sha ome 

Vth October 


(LABELLING) ORDER, 1919. 
Defence of the 
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* shall include Beef, Mutton, 
Cooked, Canned or Potted 


ements of summary offences against the De 
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into force on the 12th November. 1919 


THE DRIED FRUITS (WHOLESALE PRICES) ORDER, 1919 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
Food Controller hereby Orders that, except min. the authority of 
«» Food Controller, the following Regulations shall be observed by all 
| ereons conce rned 
» & person shall not sell or offer or expose for sale or buy or offer 
to buy ny of the varieties of dried fruits to which this Order applies 
rice exceeding the maximum price for the time being applicable 
ties this Order 
2. Until further notice this Order shall apply to the varieties of dried 
fruits mentioned in the first column of the Schedule hereto, and until 
further notice the maximum prices applicable on the occasion of a sale 
by w belen ale shall be the prices set opposite such varieties in the second 
column of the Schedule. 
3. A person shall not sell by wholesale any mixture of dried fruits 
of which any of the varieties of dried fruits mentioned in the Schedule 
forms a part at a price exceeding the price applicable under this Order, 
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ascertained by reference to the proportion of such dried fruits contained 
in the mixture, and upon the basis that the maximum price of any dried 
fruit contained in such mixture and not mentioned in the Schedule is 


the price at the rate fixed in respect of figs 

4. The maximum prices for the time being 
Order are fixed on the basis that the dried fruits are delivered at the 
seller's expense to the buyer's premises and that no charge shall be made 
for packing or packages or for giving credit. Where dried fruits are 


not sold on this basis a corresponding adjustment shall be made in the 


rate. 
5. Where at the request of the buyer currants or sultanas are de 


livered to the buyer's premises after having been cleaned in the Unites 


Kingdom, a charge may be made for cleaning at the rate of 4s. 6d 
per cwt. 

6. A person shall not in connection with the sale or 
proposed sale or disposition oft any dried fruits enter or offer to ente: 


mto any artificial or fictitious transaction or make or demand any 


unreasonable charye 
7. Nothing in this Order shall apply to 
{a) Sales of dried fruit by retail 
(6) Sales of plums grown in France 
untside the United Kingdom. 
{c) Sales of dried fruits distributed under the Dried Fruits (Dis 
tribution) Order, 1918. 
8. Infringements of this Order are 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 
9.—(a) This Order may be cited as the Dried Fruits (Who 
Prices) Order, 1919, 
(6) This Order shall come into force on the 28th October, 1919 
27th October 


ind packed in tins or bottles 


summary offences against the 


Nehe 


let Column 2nd Column 

Variety Per cwt. net 
Sultanas : 140 
Raisins and Muscate ls 130 
Valencias 130 
Seeded Muscatels (in cartons) 140 
Currants ; 107 
Figs ‘ ‘ 93 
Dried Apples and Apple Rings — 112 
Dried Plums and Prunes 126 
Dried Peaches and Nectarines ‘ , 126 
Dried Pears oa ; 168 
Apricots = 196 

Persian Dates ‘ 

Calculated upon the net weight contained in the cartons 


THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918 


Notice of Revocation of Directions. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of th 
Realm Re; gulations and of all other powers en ibling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 27th October, 1919, the 
Directions mentioned in the Schedule hereto issued under the above 
Order, but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any 
contravention thereof. 


2th October. 


T he Schedule 
S.R. & O 

No. 1042 of 1918. Directions for Retailers and their Customers relat 
ing to Registration, dated the 22nd August 
1918. 

Directions relating to Dealings in and stocks ot 
Rationed Food, dated the 26th September, 
1918 

Directions dated the 27th September, 1919 (relating 
to the amount of the ration 


No. 1214 of 1918 


No. 1318 of 1919 


THE RATIONING ORDER. 1918 
Directions relating to Sugar and Butter 


In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order and of 


ali other powers enabling him in that behalf, the Food Controller 
hereby orders and directs that the following Directions shall be observed 
by all persons concerned :- 

1. In these Directions : 

‘ Retailer ’’ means with respect to any article a retailer thereof 

Registered Customer "’ means with respect to any retailer a 
person registered with such retailer in accordance with the instru 
tions on the Ration Card (the official form N. 86). 

‘Emergency Customer means with respect to any retailer a 
person temporarily registered with that retailer in accordance with 
the instructions on the Traveller's Ration Book, Leave or Duty 
Ration Book or an Emergency Ration Card, / 

A person in respect of whom a Visitor’s Declaration Form has 
been handed to and lawfully accepted by a retailer in accordance 


applicable under this 


disposition r 


the instructions n the form is deemed to be a registered 
ymer of that retailer during the period for which the form is 
tailer may supply sugar or } butter oniy— 
to his registered cu ers in respect of who duly com 
Purcl s Shopping Card (the has been 
by hin 
his eme ney stom i ‘ n than sufficient 
for his registered 
son may obtain st retailer with 
egistered for the | 
and butter may « obtaime ls py led ithout the sur- 
ny coupon, but ste istomer must on the occasion 
irchase produce hy u . Shopping Card except where 
is deposited with the retailer und the retailer must on the 
i purchase mark or cancel the appropriate space or spaces 
vith the instructions on the card 
re butter is obtained from a retailer the weekly ration 
! t sha intil 10th November, 1919, be 1 oz., and on and after 
: 10th, November, 1919, until further notice be 14 ozs., provided that 
retailer has more than enough butter in stock to satiefy 
ents of his registered customers and emeryet customers 
unt of the ration, and of the catering estal 
registered with him ut the ! mt vlhich they are 


hments and 


the permits or otl ffica forms to obtain from him 
is surplus 
ments and 


ippher ‘ than a retailer 
trictions impose by or under the 


i I uO ! ! sore than 
he tai or supple ided that where 
been obtai obt sined and 
t f the three succeeding s 
rine may be obtained and supplied free f 1 the restrictions 
ider the ab e Order 
ilizatic tation Book may be used as shown thereon 
ly with any of the Directions is a sun mary offence 
the Realm Regulations 
ctions relating to Sugar and Butter dated Sth May, 
revoked, but without prejudice to any proceedings in 


ntravention thereo! 














W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Puons No.: PARK ONE (40 Lings), Teteoname: “WHITELEY LONDON,” 
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to seize upon any legitimate excuse which might postpone the evil day! 


DOCICcLLES. lf ever there was an enterprise of which time was of the essence, and of 
vhich it could be said that even the proverbial schoolboy appreciated ite 





Law Association, ingency, surey it is just this housing question. Even the illustrated now! 
papers are tiring of the topic as a subject for comic cartoons. It 

But the deep ca.m which b is over the Stationery Office has never if nc 

ified by any breath of urgency in regard to this question. The my 

printed lo! prese viatson to the House of Lords con to @ 

six pages in large type, and the Lords’ amendment, mod: 

up by an average compositor in ten minutes. The may 

represents a column and a half of a daily newspaper; tenat 

, been handled in Printing House Square, every .0cal stan¢ 
Lut ity 1 tland would have had their copy ot the Act set or the An 

° | rmng of 1 August, the day after the measure received the Roya] posse 
Ministry of Labour, sen a fen 
; ver e weeks passed after the last alterations in the Bill were unde' 

Industrial Courts Bill. | ul nd it was nearly a month after the Roval Assent was judge 
riy at last the Act appeared , discre 

Industrial 4 ul ) xu f itt e House ol — Th 


mi ie th Minister of Labou to | ‘ he establishment - 
ae Indl Coat and Cur of Juan cece, wah tna | County Court Judges’ Pay and ff ™ 
of the Wages nporary Re l 3 been issued 


‘ . ) » 
he measure provides that fo i tlement of trade disputes ther: l ensions, 





















































B+} 
j ot 
hall be a standing Industrial Court, consisting of persons to be 
appointed by the Minister of Labour of whom some shall be independe! Wednesdat 
, We sday : 
persons, some representatives of employers, and some representatives | e rh . 
~ 9 . he now before Parliament a ul for providing ved 
of workmen, the members holding office for such term as may be fixed 7 . 6 
. 5 pensions for county court Judges instead of leaving these, as at present 
by the Minister Lhe President of the Court and the chairman ol ar n the uricertain and i ti oo laid di by tl oC ty C 
\ . on the € ‘ and discretiona 4818 laid down by le n urte 
division o he | 2 appointed by the Minister from the Act ] , ’ A ounty Vou 
onl I 2 { ihis 1s, of urse, a very desirable measure. ‘Lhe proposed 
independen I » howevel! ! ! Ihe full pay of a county urt 
, wever, 1 rel rf) juate I ‘ ‘ 2unty our 
Any t é \ hether existing or apprehended, may be re ' as ¢ : — < 7 
\ : : - idge 18 £1,500 a ye I | provides that where permanent 
ported to th ’ ‘ either of the parties to it, and the Minist« A a : ; E 
: : - apacity disables a } » from further service he shall be allowed a ¥DV 
may, if he mn t ! if both parties consent, refer the matter I pn ’ . I 
\ : . : ension, after not more than five years’ service, not exceeding one-fifth sAN DX 
ettlement e Industrial Court, to which the Minister may also reler - . a , E. F 
for ad t t to or t trade disput his full pay (£501 ifter five years’ service not more than one-thitd ‘= 
or a t i ‘ ¢ ing ( rising out of a de dispute " " ~ , , 
_— wage Pt — : . i his full pay (£900); and t awit in addition of not more than £8 wood 
The Minister 1 ke, or authorize the (ndustriai Court to make ; y - 1 | 
¥ oad - r each succeeding year’s se! » with a maximum of £1.000, which don 
~* regulat he pro » of tl yu al nose ruies a : , ' } 
rui & G> ‘ r cn : ‘ . may, therefore, be reached after fifteen years’ service. His ‘‘ brother said by 
mong oth« 4, provide r erences in certain cases to a sin : : > 
ae , i » 1 f — | th Cc tt it { 4 the High Court 1s entitled to a pension of £5,500 (more than tw 
mem ty ) t if rovide or ena Ir 3 pur 0 8) in A , ’ ' 
e P ‘ wing Sus wom , | thirds of his full pay of £5,000) at any tome when similarly incapacitated ALG! 
» sit with assessors. Where the members Po _ vat : ’ - , 
; ind after fifteen years’ service, whether so incapacitated or not. The Pope), 
unable to agree as to their award, the matt« : ote ae 
, , th the full ' disparity seems very great 
shall t ( I rv ! nhairman acti! with th l owers 0 “ ’ 
" ” 1 1 ! 1 ' 4 } ‘ lr inswer to a question ek in the House of Commons as to 
umpire 
a : 7 ther it was intended, in w of the great increase in cost of living 
Part of tl vhich deals with Courts of Inquiry, provides tha ' . . , 
. o revise the scales of judges’ salaries, and particularly n 


the Minist I nguire into the causes ar rcumstances of ; : 
nto i and circu ane ‘ slatir to judges of county courts, Mr Sonar Law gave a reply 
hinks fit, refer any matters appearing to hi: & ’ t : 


¢ of I , in the negative. Let me invite attention to the position as regards the 
0 mul ' , 
Court ¢ , t] latter body. Before the war their remuneration was £1,500 a year, o 
urt 0 ¢ t 1AlTI I ne such ¢ : 1 on ’ “ 
aah series: t yme-tax, about £1,4 ir pay, including tem 





will be 
Friday 
pror t 





relevant to é 18] . » a Cour 














hinks fit to appoint or of one person appointed wary Vv is, is now £1,800 g income-tax, about (10s, 6 
juiry may require the production of Havin saiaiaalt tu, thaw abe oul caben.al Sige W.C. ¢ 
saintine to the euliesk.annibes ' aving regarc » the « rease¢ value ol money, the 
- - * , ie = zi remuneration of a county court judge is therefore now les The 
se be quis _ to the : 4 - half of what 1t was before the war, or something under £700 a Control 
wa  tartien mh Wie = . ur when compared with the pre-war rate. Presumably when the C serv 
Court may require, and, wher laries of county court judges were fixed by Parliament at £1,500 segvant. 
and give evidence on oath. At ear it was thought that some such sum was the minimum amount they ar 
an order of the Court, or giving | jocessary to enable men socially and professionally fitted for the office persons 
on summary con to live in accordance with the position they were to hold. That position wuere 
prisonment for @ term | 5. i+ will be generally admitted, one of great (though somewhat unobtre returne: 
urt of Inquiry are . sive) and steadily increasing respon@Pility. While bearing carefully m At 
M = fF may P iblish 1 the necessity for the most drasti ec nomy in the State services to jin 
; ee ae iunnot help asking whether it is desirable to leave the judges @ Mayor ; 
he financial position which I have indicated. I d 


Part III. of the Bill the provi ; } s (Temporary Fy 
lation) Act, 1918 : ved it eration unt 40th September ° 
ibject to certain modifi ns, the Indnstrial Court being sub 
tuted for the Interim Court of Arbitration as the tribunal to decide — : 

n applications for variations of the present rates of wages. Provision —— © feed 3 
tn | ade by rules unde ‘ ll with regard to appearance by } O d ee 
oe a0 eee iy sees ho ag ola tviction Urders. | i 
The measure , ‘ ly n the Naval, Military, or Air The following letter, from His Honour Judge Graham, appe ared i dathi ulti 
rvices h row yut ot! ! ip to workmen employed by the columns of the 7imes of 10th November : Versaille 


j " yhaed 
desire t gue the question, but think it right that the facts should bos , 
enerally lised.—L am, Sir, yours faithfully. Equity was suc 


pe nnn ees and bas 





Th Yor m : hei? contrary 
The ¢ Sir,—The want of housing accommodation for working men and thet rr : } 
- Abliex 
families has become so great, and so many applications are made by judged | 
2 . 3 vec 
indlords to the Court for orders to evict the tenants, that I think Aled G 


; ° is quite time that the attention of the public should be drawn to the 
| rinting Delavs. ery defective condition of the laws under which these orders af 
a ay “ . made. T are made under the Emergency Acts of 1915 and 1919. — 
the “Scottish Law (Quarterly.’) The later of these two Acts, which unfortunately governs only a sma 
, re anxious to procure a few number of the cases, contains a provision that the judge, in exercisilg 2 

eir appeals f r er his discretion as to whether he shall make an order or not, 6hall have 4. nder 
ild be we a turn ¢ regard to the amount of “alternative accommodation ”’ available te the Muni 
H.M. Stator nd th the tenant. That is to say, to the accommodation which will be aval Was give! 
ble to the tenant if he is evicted. But the earlier Act, besides being establish 
4 A - 

i and consequenty Act, 1915 
n pis to docks 


mis w 
regard t 


tribunals 








r sever 


newspaper at any defective in other respects, contains no such provision, 

‘nm some way ‘ tb n the large majority of these cases the judge cannot take into 

Scotland have t harge und nsideration the notorious fact that at the present moment t! = ang a 

v ’ ate wislation ‘ j sme aneenlll ‘ ahem 4 substantially speaking, no alternative a commodation available fo — = , 

the Act How ther have wricgied andea' vade th« tenant, and he is compelled to make an order giving the landlord Mote 
burden of their responsibilities, or, at t, to secure a partial reprieve | possess which he would not have dreamed of making if he had beet peeved 
in the shape of an extended time limit yw ready they jh: \ble to take this matter into his consideration. It is no light matt® by a 





tgig 


evil day! 
e, and of 
ciated its 
lustrated 


as never 
on. The 
rds, « n 
ondn emg 
es. The 
wspaper ; 
ery .0cal 
et on the 
he Royal 


Bill were 
sent was 


nd 


ig 
presen 
y Courts 
proposed 
ty court 
rmuanent 
llowed a 
one-fifth 
yne-thitd 
han £0 
), whiel 
rrother' 
lan Uwe 
acitated 
ot. The 


ns as Ww 
of living 
ticulary 
a reply 
ardy the 
year, 0: 
ng tem 
x, about 
ney, the 
10w less 
£70 a 
hen the 
B1,500 a 
amount 
he office 
position 
unobtru 
pfully 
ces 
udges ¢ 
i. 
s should 
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for a judge to be compelled to make an order turning a working man 


and hw wife and family into the street when he knows the man has 
nowhere to go to. 
It is clear that in most of these cases either the landlord will suffer 








l 


' 
if no order is made, or the tenant will suffer if an order is made; and 
| 


my suggestion is that the Acts should be amended or a new Act pass 
conn 


to give the judge the power in all cases to take the alternative ac: SN ON TWN 
modation available for the tenant into his consideration, so that he | 
may be able to hold the balance evenly between the landlord and the } _ 


tenant, and make an order which, having regard to all the it 
stances, will give rise to the least amount of suffering 

And I further suggest that where the landlord’s reason for want 
possession 18 that he wants; the premises for someone in his empl 
in the employ of some other of his tenants, which are conclusive rea 
under the earlier Act, it shall be left entirely to the discretion ‘ Actual Result of a Sun Life 
judge whether or not he shall make an rde1 at present he has 

yscretion 
. The amount of suffering which ie inflicted every week on the worl of Canada 20 Year Invest- 
classes in the name of the law is, to my mind, extremely serious | | : : 
calls for the immediate attention of Parliament ment Policy Matured in 1919. 

I am, your obedient servant | 
J. C. Granam, Judge 








8th Nove mber 


| 
| 


| No. 59080 on life of Mr. H. H. _— . ol 


Legal News. Age at Entry, 31. 


Changes in Partnerships. | Annual Deposit for 20 years only, or ceasing at previou 
} death £50 10s. Od 
Dissolutions. P | Sum GUAKANTEED, £1,000 payable at end of 20 years or at previous 
HarRcouRT PALMER death In event of death, Company turther guarantees to return 
one-halt of aii deposius paid, in addition to £1,000 Sum Assured, 





Epwarp PatMerR LANDON, FRANK LANDON 
Lanpon, Francis Murray and Francis Parmer LANDON, soicitors 
(E. F. & H. Landon), 53, New Broad-street, Londo1 nd RESUL1 
wood, Essex Ju y 13. The said Edward Palmer Lando Fran An J : . 
don, Harcourt Palmer Landon, and Francis Murray will continue the At end of 20 years the following options were given to Investor : 
w firm of E. F. and H. Lando Option 1 Withdraw in cash sum vuaranteed i £1.000 


said business under the present style ‘ 
[Gazette, Nov. 7 Withdraw in eash Protita add 8R5 


ALGERNON Dicey and Ratciirre Port t Watson, Digl N 
Pope), Fakenham, Norfolk. April 5 (fazette, N 


| Total Cash £1,385 


| 
| Option 2 luke a policy payable at death without any 
General. lurther deposits being required ; . £2,630 
| Uption 3. Take an annuity tor life of . per annum £112 
The dinner for old members of the Inns of Court O.T. Squadron) | Uption 4 Withdraw in Cash £812 
will be held at the Connaught Rooms, Great Queen-stiet V.U. ¢, on ind still have policy payable at death which participates 
Friday, 28th November. Those wishing to attend, includin mem bers in protits each 5 year oo ; ‘ £1,000 
prior to August, 1914, should apply as soon ae Rs ae aoe ay een Taking the Cash settlement of £1,385, the Investor received from 
(10s. Gd., exclusive of wine) to H. Tansey Witt, 5, Ghancery-lane the Company £366 more than he had deposited, and in addition free 
W.C. 2. | Insurance tor amounts increasing from £1,025 Ys. 6d. in event of death 


" . | . 
The Food Minister points out that much ) is iused to | djin first year to £1,500 10s. in event of death in 20th year (Sum 


Control Committees by householders retaini he ration cards of dome Guaranteed ef £1,000 and half annual deposits made 
tic servants no longer resident with them anc he cards for other | i —_ — 
sesvants. Ration cards are the property « he ‘son in whose name SAVING OF INCOME TAX. 


they are made out, and householders retaining or using the cards of | An abatement of Income Tax is atlowed by the Government on the 
persons no longer resident with them contravene the Rationing Order. | annua: deposit made tor these policies. Had the abatement allow- 
were a domestic servant leaves a household the ration card must be | ance of lucome Tax during the period of this pulicy been the same as at 


returned to the servant present. Mr. H. H, would have saved £7 lis. annually, which would 
: , : ‘ ave bee. equivaler r nis ¢ P posi. te 3%. O 
Ds te Danson Bouse lect Wh day Mr. Vickery, Assistant City S hay iivaleat Lo redy ing 11s aunual deposi, to £43 9a, r to 
tor, and Mr. Martin Saunders, district surveyor, complained to the Lord | PUb 1 in auocher way, In 20 yea 8 he would have saved in Income Tax 
} : A ’ i) a ~ S66. ar . 
Mayor that a building in Garlick-hi.l was dangerous to its inmates and | *! \dd tv his Cash Protit of £366, and it makes a total 
«pplied for an order for their ret under t London Building A | proht of £516 on the investment and tree insurance into the bargain 
a an o7 nel ‘ Val I ‘ yn m1 mg J 
184. Mr. Vickery said that the condition of the walls of the building | Full details at any age and for any amount on application to 
t. In the ground floor | J. F. Jankin (Manager), Sun Life of Canada, Canada House, Norfolk 
aid basement twelve peop'e were working; on the second floor were Street, London, W.C. 2 F 
Mineteen printers, and on the third floor, eighteen bookbinders, The | The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annnitie: Assets over 
Lord Mayor made an order as requested. £ 20,000,000, 


was such that it might collapse at any mome 





The Supreme Counci! decided to appoint a Commi-sion to settle certai 
difficulties in the application of Articles 228 and 229 of the Treaty 
Versailles in regard to the prosecution of Germans ciarged with acts 

contrary to the laws and usage f war or against t subjects of an 

Allied Power. The accused are to be handed over Germany 

Judged by military courts Lists have been drawn » by the variou stior ett t , f coffee and scu 

AYaed Governments. Certain names sppear on mor: than one t Th i hat ul we cde t it nae the Profiteer r cume 
mats will therefore have to | co) ated and a settlement arrive i vefore al cot t ; L) 


ind seat 1 the n c ! { ’ ne)) tior ty .< p fiteerir 


Muir moved for a rule nivi 
regard to the compositior cedur tee ttee of Bir 
tribunals which \ il] ‘ the ermans simultane it for i meal 
by se VeTa Powers . ‘ i! t int ‘ I ! irt n the ! ould be 

Under section 4 of the Munitions of War Act, 1915, and section 1 age sete eo penn yee gerne Nexo meng thin Act 
the Munitions of War (Amendment) Act, 1916, the Minister of Munition e® subm that that was m at a e within the Act 
Was given power to make Orders declaring establishments to be controlled ™ © tne cr made in @ tr ‘ 
establishments; and under sections 4 and 9 of the Munitions \ ot tine ICles i ppeared on tne Phe prices inclu Wye se Sos 
Act, 1915, similar powers were conferred on the Admiralty with regar t e, tne mn — ul Nae comet . wit ot 

, fiat er , 1 r er ‘ 


to docks An order made under these sections had the eff: 


price 


: . 1" , ‘ , , t, anh ‘l'heatr imite who owned picture 
jecting an estab'ishment so controlled to provisions as regards profits e | . . graph ‘Theatres Limited), : I r 
hat theatres in differer f the country, and had their registered office 
n London The ition referred to a pi ture house in New-street 
, , for vhicl 1 charge was 


i 
rt consisted of 


rates of wages, etc., certain of which provisions have by subse ts 0 
7 . . , 
4 lation become applicable t all industria] establishments 


i 
Minister of Munitions and the Board of Admiralty have now revokea Part t was a picture theatre , 
all orders declaring establishments té be controlled establishments made , made for entrance to,see the entertainment. Another pa 


Nes ; 
by them under these sections The revoking orders take effect as '« café and restaurant, which had two separate rooms, one call 1 the 





_ 74 _THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY Y REPORTER. Nov. i 5; 19t9 





Oak Room and the other called the Wedgwood Lounge. Members of 
the public or those who attended the theatre were admitted to the café 
and assent for refreshments, and no charge was made for the use of 
the rooms. Complaint was received from the Profiteering Committee 
dated 15th October, as follows ‘* On the 8th inst. a customer received 
the following til which he 
coffee, 54d. each, 7d. ; six chocolate biscuits, 5d. each, 1s, 6d If you 
desire to offer any explanation it is to be forwarded in writing.’’ The 


considered excessive Two small cups of 


second complaint was The customer considers that the charge of 
3d. each for Macfarlane chocolate finger biscuits is excessive.’" Counsel 
then read the order of the Board of Trad enumerating the articles dealt 
with, and he said that the order was meant to apply to coffee sold in 
1 dry state and to biscuits sold over a counter, not as part of a mea 
The Lord Chief Justice, without indicating an opinion on the part of 
the Court, said that the point was one which must be settled, and he 
granted the rule ni#t, making it returnable for Monday week 

fhe Income-Tax Commission held its thirty-first meeting recently at 
12, Great George street, Westminster, In the 
of Lord Colwyn, the Chairman of the Commission, Mr. Kerly, K.C 
Evidence on behalf of the Nationa of Assessors 
and Collectors of Gc l'axes was given by Mr. KR. EK. Fisher 
assessor, of Liverpool, and Mr. Stanley Brown, collector for Finsbury, 
who made suggestions for a rearrangement of the duties of assessors and 
collectors, and proposed that the power to take summary proceedings 


to hear evidence absence 


presided Association 
ernment 


now confined to the recovery of quartet issessments, should _ be 
extended to include all charges f whi collectors are 
Mr. Leslie 8. Wood and Mr. W. A vila rave evidence, first of all 
on behalf of the Central Land Ow: ‘ ition, the Land Union 
and the Land Agents’ Socety, in reg » income-tax as affecting the 
owners of agricultura ind deductions 
of one-sixth and one-eighth for repairs and maintenance are insufficient 

but that the concession which allows to owners of land and of the 
pended is, on the whole, equitable 

pre paration of ciaims. They 


responsible 


Dhey ‘ t the statutor’ 


amaltler properties the actual sums e 


but involves considerable trouble in the 
suggested that a landowner should be given the 
under Schedule D on his average net income from lands and houses 
during the three years preceding the year of assessment In regard to 
lands not used for the purpose of husbandry, the profits should be taken 
as the basis for assessment, or, alternatively, the made under 
Schedule B should not exceed one-third of the annual value lhe same 
witnesses proceeded to give evidence on behalf of the Roval Bnglish 
Arboricultural Society, the Royal Scottish Arboricultural Society, the 
Central Landowners’ Association, and other organizations interested in 
the assessment of woodlands under Schedules A and B, and urged that 
the owner should be allowed to select the particular woods in respect 


option of being assessed 


assessment 


of which he should be assessed under Schedule D; that in the case of 
rt the amount of the tax should be 


exceptional fellings during 
restricted to the amount which would have been payable if normal 
fellings had been made; and that, 1f these proposals are considered 
impracticable, the Schedule B assessment should be made on one-third 
of the annual value instead of the annu valne 

Minusters are ird at work on their promised Land Bil Statutory 
effect is to be ven to the agricultura i ch the Prime Minister 
outlined at the Caxton Hall on the day eassembling of Par 
iament. The Bill will have two main feature It. will contanume the 
system of guaranteed prices for he me ! ch was embodied 
in the Corn Product ( an nm ¢ gnarantee and the 
length of time ol uld be i ratic re st being con 
sidered ‘by the *\ wen ol wy « } (lov 
insist that the ( wet On ) mi » taken into account 
They have further t inds t guarantee muat cove 
a sufficient. period of years 
fluctuations of foreign agricu)tare The other 
Bill will be to give farmers securit tenure 
Mimisters are Wi rking is that the ould be secured i 
unless ithe land ja sold for pub purpos or he is a bad cultivator 
The Bill will further provide that creases of rent shall be fixed by 
arbitration if the parties fail to come to an agreement It is confident 
atated that the ‘ be introduced befe re Ohristma und there 
even some thope of its being onautl int iw this Session. The progpect 
would be ‘brighter if the T val Commission. whi has mored the 


request of the Government for an interim Report bry the end of Septen 


ernment W 


cultevator from the violent 
governing proposal in the 
The pri < iple on wh ‘ 

1 has tenancy 


larme?T 8s 


ber would hurt ip with its recommendation 

Ministers have o been engaged for ong time in prepamng a B 
i- the seemenent reunlation of the liquor trade to take effect when 
he Defence of the Realm Act yeration, It 
ont the Bill is now ready for presentation “" Parliament, and that it 
will be introduced in the House of Commons by Mr. H. A. L. Fisher 
at an early date A great effort will be made to pass the measure into 
LW during tne pres nt Session The Gx 
to the conclusion that it is impossible to revert to the pre-w: 
and the Bill wil! make it clear that the old « asy-going system has - gone 
beyond recall. The pre-war hours of opening, for example, would 
longer be tolerated by the licensed trade The Bill will open up the 
widest possilh’e issue, and at 8 fo be noted that Mr. a H Thomas Ww 
attend a conference at Carlisle on Saturday to open the Labour can 
paign for the public ownership and control of the liquor trade. 

Mr William Henry Stoker, called as an expert witn 
in the Niveria libel case. said that he was a barrester and a King's 
Counsel for one of the Colonies He had been Puisne 


eases to b is understood 


rvernment have come ) a finitely 
r posit on 





Judge in Nigeria He knew what thé powers of the 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED, 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 


LONDON, W.C. 


vital Stock ... £400,000 


Debenture Stock £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be oltained at the Society's Office. 
G. H, MAYNE, Secretary 





sh Residenits were in 1914, and there had been small alterations 
He also knew the powers of the Alkali. The Alkali was im the 
position of a President of the Native Court, and was subject to the 
Resident, who at ald times had entry to the Native Court, and who had 
power to alter, modify or cancel any decision of the Native Court, or 
to order a rehearing of amy case. By an Ordinance it was provided that 
no sentence impozed by a Native Court should be one of mutilation or 
torture or shouid be againet natural justice and humanity. It was the 
duty of the Resident to see that that Ordinance was observed. It was 
contrary to natural justice and the dictates of humanity to strip 
woman naked and flog her in a public market, but he (the witness) did 
not know whether flogging came within the scope of the Ordinance. The 
Proview al Courts and the Supreme Court had not power to order 
flogging, but the Native Courts had that power under the Criminal Code. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. Evx. SARGANT. 
Monday Nov. 17 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ..... 18 Jolly Farmer Leach Church 
Wednesday .. 1” Synge Jolly Church Farmer 
Thursday ... 20 Bloxam Synge Farmer Jolly 
Teeiccasepes OF Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge 
Saturday .... 22 Goldschmidt Borrer Synge Bloxam 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, Mr. Justice 
> ASTBURY. PETERSON, LAWRENCE. RvussELL. 
Mcnday Nov. 17 Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. —— 
Tuesday Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Borre 
Wednesday... 1! Leach jorrer Bloxam Goldachmidt 
lhursday Church Goldschmidt Borrer Leac 
Friday ........ { Farmer Leach Goldschmidt ao h 
Saturday .... 2: Jolly Church Leach Farmer 


The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior Sales 


DeneNHAM, Tewson & CHINNOCKS, at Winchester House, 
it 2.30 p.m., City Freeholds. (See advertisement, back 








Duscan B. Gray & PartNers, at Winchester House, Old 
m., City Freehokd Estate. ‘See advertisement. back page 


Kvicuat, Frank & Retiey, at the Hanover-square Estate 
p Properties See advertisement, back page, this week.) 
Gopparp & Sire, Business Pr 
this week.) 


emises, Flats, &e¢ (See 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LiMitep 1s CHANCERY 

Fripay N 


I rs iT requ 
nd ti ! ‘ ind addresses, and the parth alas 
to Leonard Doug) on, 0 fouth-st, Manchester, liquid 
(LOOMERA CerLon) Tra m : Lo L.tp Creditors are req 
Jan. 31, to send in t names and addresses, and t) ’ ‘ ar 
lebts or claims, to Stewart Bogle, 3, Great St. Helens liquidate 
ere PRropricts Co vp. (IN Votrnrary LiguipatTion)._-Creditors are req 
rthwith to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their claims 
Thomas Dutton, 4, Piccadilly, Manchester, liquidator. 
Vanietirs, Lop.—Creditors are required to send in their names and addresses, 
part lars « heir debts or claims, to Joseph Carr, 26, Mosley-st., New- 
eustle-upon-Tyne, liquidator 
VORLA STAAMSHIP Lip. (IN Votuntary LigvuipaTion).—Creditofs are required, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
to R. Wilson Bartlett, Central-chmbrs., Newport, liqui- 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—Tctspary, Nov. 11 

osrpn Merrpira Co., Lrp. (Is Votuntary Lievipation).—Creditors are re 
quested, on or hefore Nov. 29, to send their names and addresses, and the per 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Harold John de Courcy Moore, 2, Gresham 
bidge., Guildhall, liquidator 7 
Versppy Cos & Baicx Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec. 6, t¢ 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of -their debts or claims, 
to Henry Frederick Hartman, City chmbrs., Darley-st., Bradford, liquidetor 
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§orrs Hrtton Gas Licur asp Coxe Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required. on or before | Houtryrniesr, Isaac Hexnr, Bowdon, Chester. Deo. 18. Minor & Co.. Monehester 
Dec. 27, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or Hompgarr, Gronge, Mitcham. Deo. 16. King, Adams & Co, Cannon-«t 


= 


claime, to Arthur W. Holey, 18, Frederick-st., Sunderland, liquidator JAKINS, Ennest Cuartes, Hawkes Bay, New Zealand. Deo. 13. Pearce & Nicholls, 


GapetY CELLULOID Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec. 15, to send 12, New-<t., Lincoln's Inr 
their names and addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims, to | JONeS, Joun Henry, Seven Kings. Dew. 10. Foster Grave & Co Liverpool-st 
William Barton, Abbey-rd.. Park Royal, liquidator Lawkance, Henry WILttAM, South Lambeth. Now. 1. Hore, Pattieson & Bathurst, 
§xrrp Brcans Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dee. 6, to send their 48, Lincoln’s Inn-fields 
pames and addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles LEWIS, CHARLES SINCLAIR ‘ 1 Dee 15 nison, Horne & Co., 65, 
Ernest Bullock, Hanley, liquidator Gracech urch-st 
Swirt Typewriter Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required n or before low. 19 ¢ LYAa, Witttiam, Fowhbur t . Dowlas & Bon, 
send their names and addresses, and the particular of thi r ela t Alnwick 
Jno. H. F¥reeborough, 25, Figtree-lane, Sheffield, liquix Maecn Ricnarp THomss, Sout rt ! sons cr & Wimsburet 
Loxpon SCOTTISH MANUFACTURERS AND ENGINEEYS, Lrp.—Credito ure required. on Liverpo« 
er before Dec. 16, to send in their na addresses th particulars of their Marr, THomas Heata, Chiewick, \ S ’ Cl mi Webster, 61 
debts or claims, to George Augustus York-st I'w nher liquidator OCarey-st., Lincoln's Lon 
[ARTLAND, Sanan, Little Hult Berry & Rerr Manchester 
[INSHULt Jamés, Upper Clapt Dex onsdale & Everidge, 1, Adam-st 
° ° Adelp) 
Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntartiy. Muremett, Hexer, Acton, Nov. 90. W. A. G. Davidson & Co., Acton 
| O@pen, Herman, Buxton. Deo. W. Digvlee & Oeden, Mancheste: 
London Gazette.—FRripar, Nov. 7 PRICHARD, Gsoroe WILLIAM, Stauntonon-Arrow, Farmer Deo, 1 Temple 
Philpin, Kington, Herefords 
Jona Marbles, Ltd. Simson Bros o., I a ' fc, ; : seth 
Cabal Constructional and Supply Co., Lt Muda Syndicate i samt = . ws all ~ af . — . .. . ~ pel — 
Swift Typewriter Co., Ltd Imperial Steam Fishing ( ! Suffolk-st.. Pall Mall’ } : ; — —= 
Oxley, Lawrence & Co Ltd Hellyers’ Steam Fishing ( ‘ | Scort, Isasmuia Gites, Chelten " . | on & Hnudeom, 1084, Cannone 
Rlectri Pictures (Rushey Green) Ltd rhbridge Market House Co ! Stmcox, Mary ANN, Waleall hy ) n Miller, Walsall 
Frost Patent Engine Syndicate, Ltd Royal & Fortescue Hotel, STANTON, Epwarp CHar.es ertot ark, Su y. Deo. 1. Stenton & Hudson 
Motor Sheet Metal Co., Ltd Bertish, Mothersill & C 1064, Cannon-st . , 
Kubang Yu Coconut Estate, Ltd Mayfair Enterprises, Ltd Stevens, Henry Stinessr, Clapton ‘ Young & Cowper, 65, Stoke 








, ° ews ton- re 

London Gazette.—Tcrspar, Nov. 11 OLHURST, Hannan, Lee, Kent. Dx 4. Herbert W. Myatt, 43/5, Great Tower-«t 
Mackies, Ltd. British and General Trading o ol VAUGHAN, EDwiIn Monteomery Brarcr, Cardiff. De 16. Edward Horley, Cardiff 
Rankine Cockayne & Co., Ltd Ltd Viat, Jo Maris, Half Moon-«t. Dew. Lb. Smilee & Co., 15, Bedford-rew, 
Stonefield Chemical Co., Lt Sheffield Banking ( Lid vaul a ‘4, Scarborou De 1 Atkinson & Sons, Donenster 
Safety Celluloid Co., Ltd. Bury Quilting Manufacturin 
West Cornwall Steamship Co., Ltd F. S. Rowden & Co., Ltd 
Wernddu Coal & Brick Co., Ltd Marine Steam Fishing C: 
Mexican Gold and Silver Recovery Co Lords, Ltd., Walsall (ines, Marrna, Bex ! ut \ \ i ing W am-at 

Ltd. Colonial Coal and Shipping ANDREW, RALra tock por vugla ' i hv of Lancaster 
Handley Brothers, Ltd. Chepstow Motot Gara ‘ | BARNES. ALFRED ALERT wkheath ur , ector i. Tatham, Oblein 
Ford Corporation, Ltd kK Nash, 11, Queer r 

Beacgecux, Herman Victor hepherd Bust l in t 20. Barron & 


Ss t Gray ni 








| 
Berrinson, George Youna. Kir as ‘ D. Ward ng's Lynn 


Creditors’ Notices. net a ae 


Biss, Epwarp, Chadling 
. ( pping Norton 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. Bumer, Laws Watnen, 8 
Last Day or CtaIm Buu _ sn, St Newin Lh f I ‘ lar , LO, Serje 
London Gazette.—Tvtspar, Nov. 4 sUTLER, ELizaserm ANN Maris, Wa = rw ler, Walsall 


Aypaew, Wiit1aM, Brighton. Deo. 23. Charles J. Guy, 36, Budge-row ‘ Artauen W ILLTAM CHA} ‘ B. Wedleke, Sa 
Banpweit, THomas Newman, Sheffield Dec 16 Wetson, Esam & Barber wal. ine a ; a ea 
Sheffield. nies Rea p, and I ot » arch 

Bexwerr, Exxest, Richmond. Dec. 1. A. Lawrence Houlder, 27, Chancery-lane & Co., Manchester 
Bucxscryx, Witttam, Halifax. Dec. 10. Godfrey Rhodes & Evans, Halifax. wrt Bensaminx, Win 
Botton, WitLiam Epwarp, Madeira. Jan. 31. Eddowes & Simm, Ashborne. _, pank-cambr Finsb 
Borsex, Lupwic, Cardiff. Dee. 10. William Thomas, Cardiff ' 7 Hon 
Brown, CHARLES CoRNISH, Clifton, Bristol. Dec. 16. Abbot, Pope & Abbot, Brietol I & 
Buaner, James, Pevensey, Suesex. Deo. 8. Coward and Hawksley, Sons . Geratp Orno 


& « ‘ ae 
& Chan REE ‘ Annan, K 





30, Mincing-lane | 

Beareut, Epwarps Srxes Jim, Hammersmith, Commercis raveller Deo. 11 
Farsons, Evans & Francie, 29, Ragent-st 

OCorgvnoun, Frances Mary, St. Panoras. Dec. L Light & Fultor Laurene 
Pountney-hill 

Convery, Freprrick, Elstree, Herts. D 10 Sedgewick, Turner, Sworder 
Wilson, Watford 

Cowitry, Frepericx, Clapham Park. Deo. 24. Langhams, 10, Bartlett's-bldes 

Davies, Lavra ELizapeTH, Maidenhead. Deo. 13. Farrer & 66, Lincoln's Inn 
fields © GreyTm CuTuaerr Mo» 

Dicxtvson, Witttam Henry Eoerton pe Brrssac, Cairo, Eeypt. Dec. 1. Hollowat 188/189, Strand 
lount & Duke, 34, Lincoln's Inn-fielde 

Dockuam, James, Rooksbridge, near Axbridge. Deo. 31. Henry W. Parker. 11 
Queen Victoria-st 

Ettiorr, Wittiam Joun Pearse, Yeovil. Nov. 14. Watte, Watts & Henley. Yeovi! 

Fornpom, AGNES Carotine, Brixton. Dec. 15. Burton & Son. Blackfriars-rd 


es Part 


iI 
Gotpex. Henry Boors. H 
" heliff West ¥ 


ANNe EtLizastra. G 


el n-Sea 
nH CHartes Enwis r “ne ( ‘ ’ Nantwich 


Ma ELizapera, Ly tor nte ’ “ \ ‘iper & Hes 


Gut, Repowr Atsert, Montpelier-row, Kn ghtsbridge. Dec. 15. Rochester, Pusey 
& Co., 90, Cannon-st ] 13, Holles-s 
Hatsrean, Henry, Nelson, Lancs Dew. 15. Rtabert Baldwin, Neleon HockNel Atnan HERMANN 


S 


Hamtsten, AsRaHim Sparrow, Doncaster. Deo. 1. Atkinson & Sons. Doneaster Edwin Jaques & 
Himarp, WitiiaM, Leighon-Sea. Dec. 8 James, Mellor & Coleman 12, Oole Hoimes, Wittiam. Dex 
Houms HaRRier D 


man-st 
Hixpr, Francts Hawkyanp, Wolverhampton, Printer. De $1. Underhill, Neve, | Kravss, Or 
Thorneycroft, Taylor & Co., Wolverhampton Finsh 


THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, L1p. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pren ium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. aaa Property satied te pel will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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pwaap, Salem t I 19. Sanders Adkin Stanciirre, Hawwan, Nottingham. Dec. 13. Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham. 
: a-at Srxes, Epwarp, Poulton-le-Fylde, Lancaster. Nov. 25. H. P. Mey & Han 
ester Blackp« 
TY? M Roserr Fraxcis CHRISTOPHER —— Eastbourne 
1. Piner & Hevys-Jones, Holles-st avendish-s 
he DD 1 lov & Warren Pn mbe 
) lig! le horne, Welsford & 


hby, Daventry, 
1 t of directors of the Royal Exchange Assurance held recent! 
’ 


hee ERT Wy ALKER, Bt., was appointed a local director attached to 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that ally 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Prog 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insuremy 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED) 
y ig-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers ang 

neers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expertl 
ill be glad to advise thewe desiring valuations for any. 
furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, ¢ 


»warp Experxty. Stamford, Lines., Build 
14 at 11. Stamford Hotel Stamford 
Witter, Ystalvfera, Glam . Collier Nov. & 
». Off. Rec., Government-bldgs., St. Mary's 
Groraerss Rrovte, Plumetead Nov. 14 at 
k stminster Bridee-rd 4 
Kent. Bootmaker. Nov. & 
Westminster Bridge-rd 


ADJUDICATIONS 
Larence, Lavrence Jonw. West Ealing, Actar 
Court Pet. Oct. 6. Ord. Nov. 4 
Kristensen, Haws Frepericxk Aas, Blyth, 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne Pet. Oct. 1 Ord 
Lor. Atvi~w Erwest, Clapham Wandsworth 
July 24. Ord. Nov. 4 
RESCINDED , i. ri 
| Noravry, James Hewrt. Liverpool, Carting Contractem 
High © Liverpool. Pet, Nov. 4. Ord 4 
Tawittes, Jouw. Evremont, ( erland. Motor 
FIRST MEETINGS ‘vele Agent Whitehaven Pet. Nov. 5 Ord, 
x Jane tourport Worceater. Grocer > 


— . ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


Baapise, Wittram Henry, Chapel-st., Islington, Fishg 
1 


monger Hich Court. Adjud Mar. 22, 
Annul. Sept. 12, 1919 
be } ry ~ * " 
Derby Grover Hanns, Lewrs, Great Grimsby, Jeweller’'s Manag 
Adjud. July 24, 1905 Annul. Nov. 4, 1919 
London Gazet'e.—Torspar, Nov. 11 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Epwi~e Harouip, Yrovir Acricultural Me 
Yeovil Pet. Nov. 7 t lov. 7 
Jous Wrvortetp, 7 res Piecadill 
1 Court ret. Sept. 12 ‘ ‘ 5 
Groner Rosert. Br } ess Mana 
1. Pet. Nov. 7. Ord 
| Tveson. Groror PRspanice Da ‘ Composit 
Stockton-on-Tees Pet. Nov. 7. Ord. Nov. 7 
Jacon. Jonx, Dover, Army Pay Clerk Canterbu 
Pet. Oct. 14. Ord. Nov. 8 
Krrar, Atrrep Dawson, Maidenhead. Licensed Victa 
ler Windsor Pet. Oct. 15. Ord. Nov. 7 
| AMPOON Sir Curtis Gronos, Bart., Twickenham. Hi 
irt Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Nov. 8 
PoskITT FRrep Horburv near Wakefield Colli 
Ripper Wakefield Pet. Nov " Ord. Nov. 5. 
=~ WILLIAM Middles rh Shoemal 
dleshrough. Pet. Oct. 17. Ord. Nov. 5 
| SHoncotp, D.. Great Portland-st. Manufacturing 
High Court. Pet. Oct Ord. Nov. 6 
Sreruens, Sipvery OLpripor Dorking, Fishmong 
. Oxford-st., | Cr lon Pet. Nov. 7. Ord. Nov. 7. 
M I i ‘ ‘ 17. Ord. | Sraipe, Wrintam Geroroe, Eastbourn Eastbou 
Pet. Oct. 9. Ord. Nov. 7 
Borritt, Wriitiim ng suran Westos, Harry Currrorp, Brig! 
Birming! t a Pet. Oct. 2. Ord. Nov. 7 
Cornett Dudl affe att] Dealer 
Dudk rot f ‘ FIRST MEETINGS 
Nartor, Gro , . “tur . wees For, Cornetirvs, Newmarket, Joc! Nov. 19 at & 
Pet. Oct t | White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 
I r ng i | Henry, Jonw Wivorterp, Clarges-st Piccadill 
| Nov. 19 at 11. Bankruptey-bldg¢s., Carey-st 
ampson, Sir Curtis Grora: Bart Twickenh 
Nov 19 at 12. Bankruptey-blid Carey-st 
Norsvry, James Henrt, Liverpool, Carting Contra 
Nov. 18 at 11.30 ff. R n Marine-bid 
11, Dale-st., Livery 
Perrtrncatr, A rston-upon-Hull, Joiner. Nov. 
at 11.90. Off ‘ fork City Bank<chmbrs., I 
gat Hul 
Poskitr. Frep, Crigglestor Collier 
Ovt , ePTT was ' 
> 27 IEETINGS at 11. Off. Rec., 21, King-st 
The "3 Net . BROT 2 Jrorer Warr Oxf t SHoNGoLD. D., Great Portland-st.. Manufacturing F 
ott rke } rupteyv-bldgs., Carey-st rier Nov. 19 at 12. Bankruptev-bldgs., Carer 
Oct. 37. Ord. Ort. 2 JILLING DI P Chapel-st Oxford-st STEPHENS, SIDNEY OLDRIDGE Dorking, Surrey, Fi 
tam, Yoetalyfera, Glar ne t it 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs monger. Nov. 19 at ll 1I32- York-rd Westa 
Ord. Oot. 99 y-s ster Bridce-rd. 


EIVING ORDERS 


Grore Wart Oxford ter 
> ; 4 


ton, Solicitor. Brigh 
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